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OR, 


Sentence give by by Po himſelf 
1 neo 
quinn | ern and 

by W. Penn ( their ableſt 


even in his Huffing Book of the If 
dication of G. F. &c. 


BEING 
A Defence of that little Book 
The Spirit of the Quakers 


HERE 
It is manifeſted out of their Writings,that 
ing- Quakers do but equivocally confeſs £ 
and plainly deny the Humanity of our Low” 
Te Chriſt, the Medi.cor between God and Men. 


,fr and ear-witneſſ 
Gannon roterenge 


— 


| 
And no marvel ; for Satan himſelf is transformed 
” into an Angel of Light. 2 Cor. 11.13, 14 
s% Hho is a Liar but be that denieth that Feſws iis the 
* Chriſt ? He is Antichriſt that denieth the F they and 
the Sore "1 Joh: 2. 22, 


——_— 


Pons 


London, Printed for Francis Smith, at the Elephant 
and Caſtle near the Royal Exchange in Cornbil 3 


 . and at the ſame ſign firſt Shop without Tewple= 
P Bar, 1673+ 


Conftroverſie Ended ; © 
OR, 


1”, The Sentenct given by George Fox bim- 
4 ſelf, againſt bimſelf and Party in the 
' perſons -of bis Adverſaries, ratified and 
| aggravated by W. Penn, (their ableſt 
# Advocate) evenin his Huffing Book of 
's the V indication of Cr. F. &c. 


W99 T cannot ſeem ſtrange to, any judi- 
cious Man that conliders the nature 
— of the —_— undertook a- 
ny eainſt the Spirit of the 5in 
- \ 0 G- F. that I ſhould rea 3 
EN Pcs bcing ' able to atisfie his 
Conſcience in its Vindications _ be+- 
cauſ. I look*d upon him as a Man of ſome —_— 
and Judgment more than others of that Party, an 
as conſciencious as many. 

But behold ! a Book is at length come forth under 
his Name, and' bearing the Title of A Vindication, 
&c. Which jhaviag iy Os I muſt confel - 1 

3 


OUNRLLUDECEH 'TLHIET 
 #&.- 


| find my {f miſtaken in the opinion I had of him, 


th pa ,r&exeucs tp þis Judgment and Conſcience. "7 
popes pe bk KL 1 6ade ? 


theſe Papers produce.” And firſt, His addxefs to his 
Reader challengeth ſome ſhort remarks. | 
1. He will have me to be #he moſt uni 
ahat "ever yet wrote againſt them, becauſe ( faith he ) 
he diaws a general c urge from a particular failing. 
I anſwer, He ſhould firit have anfwered the Reafons 
F gave why I did fo. But dothey not generally ac- 
count G. F. moſt eminently filled with that Spirit 


whetdin they boaſt ? Did he not write this Book in 


the Name of the Quakers ? Haye they not defended 
it? And dothnot WP. here in their\Names under- 
take the defence of. it ?. And in ſuch'a caſe I am juſti» 
&d by I. Þ. himſelf, ſee pag. 236- 

2. He faults my generoſity,becauſe I wrote agaimſt 
G. F. at a jrniare (faith he) when be might wider- 
ftand bim to be at America. | 

Anſw.” Methinks it favours of artoganty, as if 
the Voyages of their great Prophet muli be as gene= 
rally taken notice of, as if he were ſoffit Prince-py 1 
Cardinal. | 

3. He ſuggeſts the unfeaſonableacks of the oppoſe { 
tion, juſt when they ſhould make the beft of an unews | 

ed toleration 4 

Anſw. And would they not have ceyed out with 
more-colour of rcafon, it it had beert done xt x time* 
when they were under ſufferings ? And if. be ll» us 
(faith B& P-+) . that he bad no mind to add to our trou- 
bles, be deals deceitfully : for bis felf-ſafety, and mot 
chavity to us was tbebinderance, 

nſw. It's nomarvel that Mr. P. errs'mn judging 
menshearts, whenbe tails fo groflyau things _ ? 


> > 


#2 


i>.$57 £*. Mi l » dg” &7 , 
Controverlie Ended. F 
.his £yes,: 43 I fhall. ſpon, ſhew-! Bus the Booker 
can tell him, 2 yo Book was ſo well approved af 
by Men of Leartugand Authority, (perſons I kyow | 
not) that it might have been, pzigted in the mot 
4dangerzous times _ 4 Ec. | | | 

4 Bug it's @ vary giovons thing to them to wane 
my Name, and no fmall enquiry haye they, naade 
after it 3 which ingenuous Perſons would have 

fcorn'd to have done : - But 1 perſwade my (elf, I 
gave ſatisfying Reaſons to all unprejudiced Readers 
why t couceaked it 3 and #. P's Book hath juſtified 
them:for he/hath at a ventuxe giver, me anew:Name, 
and aſcribed to me-what may -ſecm odious under jt. - 
IK they ſet their Names to theis Books to have praiſe 
al men, I (eek jt not. | ; $6856; 2 

Next, heis much offended at, a quondam Friend 
of his, who was fo kind aso give away. ſome fax 
penny Books to thoſe he knew wauld not bay thetn, 
and yet. 'were concern'd to read them ; A notable 
Crime un anather Man, but a. Virtue in a Paakgr? 

I with they would praRiſc it ju _refexence to..cheis 
Vindication But be beflows ſome foul Epithites ur 
ou G. F. as Kyave, Puppy, bice Anſiw. O the blind- 
nefs of 'Sclt-love ! that Mr. P. ſhould thus expote a 
man's name for words ſpokeg in a free mannes, and 
privately to his Acquaintance, and that after he had 
xccalld thoſe terms, and promis'd to forbear them 
for:the future 3 and in the mean time himſelf to be 
\ucha proficient in abuſave Terms and Phraſes, as if 
he were Door of the Chair aggong the Satyriſts, 
dave that he mixech ſome Bzllwwgrgate language 
withal.- I ſhall here preſent the Reader with ſome 
of his ſweet language 3 if I ſhould tranſcribe it al!, 


AZ3 I 


6  Confroverſie Ended: 
T'dare ſay, it would- take up more Paper then I in- 
tend to write in the whole. 

: Meaſure his Book by the Title, -The Spirit of Truth 
Vinuicated againſt that of Error and Envy, unſeaſona- 
bly manifefted, | as if there were a ſeaſon for the ma- 
nifeſtation of Error and Envy ] i# 4 1ate. malicious 
Libel. He deſigns to milſchict 3- owl-light way of 
© ſtabbing men, or deceiving people z -— great inju- 
© ſtice and deceit; MongrekSocinian 3 ſtupid or mali. 


© gous; more Mahometan than Chriſtian'; Serpentine |. 


< Aſſociates 3 a lie,plain he, arrant lic,palpably beliec ; 
© idle Boaſter, indeed a very Dreamer, his vulterous 
©Eye 3. malicious Comments 3 his own vexed, baſe, 
* murdering Spirit 3 meer novice 3 — wickedly ſayes 
© him 3 weakneſs, folly, malice, and untruth 3 Satur- 
© nal Dreams 3 ſo over-run with the lazic, &c- left 
* © his Wits behind in exchange 3- Pſendo-Linguiſts 
* brawling Aſſociate to will miſchief was preſent, 
© &c. This miſerable Man 3 
[ hy may not he pro- © ſmaller degree of diſtracti- 
phane Scripture to a> * on: 'O ftupendious folly"! 
buſe men ? © ſuch creeping Spirits; how 
* dark-and' vile the man is 3 
© the poor man has an irkſom way of telling his Tale, 
© &c, wonted folly; ſo abſurd---better Argument out 
© of Bedlam, Sacriledge and Ingratitude, I almoft 
© tremble to think on 5 brazon'd, language of bru- 
© tiſh malice, ſuch Bats as himſelf, fools hitnſelf,*fro- 
© thy ſpirit, peeviſh, Antichriſtian, &&c. | 
If he ſay that have applyed the like opprobious 
terms to G. F. as Falſe Prophet, Lyar, Impoſtor, F al» 
fry, Forgery: I mult tell himz 1. That the na- 
ture of my Argument required thoſe terms I could 
not cxprels that which was ucceflary to be faid with» 
[RCs out 


{ 
\ 


© 


butthem, .orſuch Fke,” 1f G.-F- be a Prophet; he 
muſt be either a true one orai falleone.;. 2+ 1 (GPs 
ſupplyed me with them, thole,or the like, 
upon his Adverſaries apon unjuſt accounts; .But''k 
appeal to arfy prudent man,- whether WP. might 
not, with greater -advanta ee a, + hav2 
ornitted his many reproachtul and-virulent expreſſi- 
ons. Beſides, I doubt not but to make it as evident 
as the Sun at noon, that JF. P.. is himſclf guilty! of - 
thoſe very Crimes which he falily charges upon me, 
and in thoſe very Inſtances. AE 
Before I came to the main Argument of my Epi- 
fileto the Qwgkers, T addrefſed my (dt to them by 
way of Introducion, wherein I gave ſome rcafous 
of that manner -of A t which I intended. 
This Mr. P. ti: falls foul upan, and by the honeſty 
aud'gifcretion-he uſeth here, we may judge of his 
performance in the whole Treatiſe, oþ.; 
In his firſt and ſecond Sections, the Reader may 
take netice how greedily he catches at the commen= 
dations I give of ſome of them: I faid there were 
boneſt-bearted among#t them ; and he faith, He is pleaſe 
ed to allow us, at leaſt a great many amoug, us, to be 
boteſt-hearted It '\may as well be underſtood of 
{ome few. Is he nat a modeſt man,? If his Neigh- 
bour ſay, Honeft-bearted, he will have it, at leaft, 4 
great many boneft-hearteds 1 ſaid, Whit" ſome of 
you. excel in many things, &c. , But I. P. ( like a 
man that will rob his Neighbour for praiſe rather 
than go without it ) ſaith thus, Sect. 2. If wc ex- 
cel in all things, as he confeſſeth; Here I. P. has 
committed a dotible falſity. 1. He puts all for ma- 
3 and 2» the Quakers indehnitely, for ſome of 

m I have book't amoug the Printers Errats's, 
A 4 whe» 


''S ContetverſiceGudeys 

| whether hehad hot.comredted all by:many, but find 
n6 ſuch t Ani if-I ſhould grant han that er« 
rot (Coichowe good. rm rb yet t theocherpicce of 
falſity, wiz- putting, es general for 
ſome.of them, will | abide by him, toth injury 
of me, / and the ſhame of himſelf. he call me 
idle Boafter, and at the lame time vainly boaſt of the 
praiſe I never gavethem ? 

In his.third Se&., He .calls thoſe praiſes, (which 
by 2" the my words he wrings out ) paying then 
their 

In his fourth Sect. he ſaith of me, Nor doth beleſs 
they palpably belie us in tellilg tbe World, we corn 
demn all virtuous Perſons whatſoever, if not of 'oxer 
own Perſwaſion. And . yet I cannot- underſtand his 
Anſwer to be leſs than an implicite cilkeeffion of che 

Charge. Sure I am G. F. denies the Wor» 

Myſtery, ſhip and whole Religion of all Sects thax 

Epi.” differ from the Quakers. It ſeems I btlic 

them with a matter of truth, which,-be+ 

cauſe it is not plauſible, J/; P. would palliate. You 
may {ce what he's re{olv'd on. 

He faith, Sea.5. Chris Perſon ( which be (means 
ing me) prejudicially fayes we deny )- s, &c. My 
words are theſe, But you ſeem at leaſt to deny bis Per+ 
ſon. Is there no difference between denying, 'and 
ſeeming to deny ? But I ſhall have occalionto fpeak 
further of this matter. Only the Reader may take 
notice all along of his great honeſty in quoting .my 
words. But this is a trivial fault in compariſon with 
that which follows. 

<« IF. Penn, Set. 8. But (faith he) he promiſeth 
© for the future to decline this way of proceeding, 
* and withal, to avoid the ſe of both-Scripture and 

Reaſon, 


$— 


» 


| . G 
Conftdvorſie Ended 
KRegſms Bcc I willnor! (faith he) [give film the 
a 1 I ' he wil fay1 oe on 
F.cclt him, He has a radifted hinſtlf; ard 
*brokehis word Withus'3 for within eight tines, h& 
<« that iſed to reliriquith all perſonal ior 
* ++ Jayes to our charge, &c.- And inp.92! he has 
ic up again, /and gives The the lie in-plain Engliſh! 
which he ith here he will not give me; He 
it thus-3 - © Firſt, Their he. has. broke his word 
* withus, which! io plainer Engliſh is, he has told 
«us a lic, in afluring us, at the beginnjug, he wautd 
* deal:with us- neither from Scriprare nor Reaſbra, 
© and yet undertakes both. + Now:Reader, havepd» 
tience to hear my words, which ramthusy Bat at 
INIT nay to taks #' full vie if you : 
Aud-indeed 1 oe» gs. 7 9m to deal with 
| way of  'and' Scripture for! vas le 
Laws ag It follows m afro other 


* therefore now teal with you fs #iuth by 'Arpi 


* ments drawn from _— _ Sci a 6 
< pending purely upoii the underſtanding and mind, 
* =_ Ch Arguments, whoſe evidence derends 
© moſtly upon the outward Senſes. Now let the bb 
ber Reader judge. bn whom the 1is is to'be (fixed ! 
and whether I have not ſufficientireaſon to tell hita} 
He is both uncivil. and. unchriftian. ' Behold here/the 
infallible Minifter ! the Cenſor of the World; and of 
other. mens tout language! Behold, the Spiric 6f 
Truth vindicated ! Let me beg of thee (Reader): to 
read his Book : See how he tredts'me, and what 
himſelf deferves? Acknowledge the ſpecial hand of 
our Lord Jeſus in giving up this man to theſe ſhame- 
tal failings in the very entrance of his work. 
Fag« 15. Upon occaſion of my favine they look 
| upor 
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upon themſelves 2s led by ai inflible Spirit, this ' 1 | 
lain Engliſh ll 


iſh-man takes, his Poſt, and will defend 
This: That God's H, u-erring $ pirit,ir,or ſhould 
be, the Fudge of Truth, Rule of Faith, and | 


wrote his MyfFery, &c- a Conſcience, which had he 
hearkened to, he ſhould thereby have been a Law to 
himſelf, and-.it would not have ſuffered him to be 
guilty of ſuch things as ke condemns in others. 

"2. 1 gout alo that this Rule: is infallible, viz. 
That be that judgeth another for any thing, is inexcu- | 
ſable, if be do the ſame thing bimſelf+ Ml 

I grant, 3- that God is the. Author of this Cons 
Cience, Light, or Knowledge. w i112 

4» That G. F. might have known the Rule aforce 
faid by a good ufeand improvemeut of his own un» 
deritanding z but 1 {ſuppoſe he came to the know» 
ledge of it by ome outward Teaching or Tradition, 
eſpeaally by the Scriptures. | 

And ſo, 5. the Spirit of God may ina true. and 
good ſenſe be (aid to haye taught G. F. that Rule, 
becauſe it inſpired thoſe that preached aud wrote that 
Rulc wm the Scripturcs Fo, | 

| Go 6. That * 


i 


Confroverfie Ended? xx 
i '6. That the Spirit of God was ready to have affit.. 
cd him in walking according to that Rule. 

7+ That it may be, did-by his Power 
Providence work upon him toward obedience. - 

Laſtly, Perhaps the Spirit of God _ 4t that tirge 
when he was about to diſobey, ſn to him his 
Duty and Rule : But there is little Sgt to think fo, 
becauſe that Rule was ſuthciently known to-G.B. 

the means aforeſaid-3 and God is :not 'wont to 
grve that ſpecial Gift, but to- his humble Servaiits 
and Friends, ' or to thoſe whom he will imploy u 
ſome ſpecial buſineſs in the World. And if he” "had 
ſuch a ſuggeſtion, the more notoriouſly wickad dre 
he to diſobey ſo great a Light. - 

Now if any judicious Reader will take p 5.t9 
conſider the 25 Texts WP. _ none (and he may 
add 25 more tothe) with their Contexts, 'Fam 

he: will, find them eyery. one to intend 
ſome of the Caſes I have mentioned. 

Now let us fee f we'can nnderſtand what | WW. P. 
intends by: the terms ot: his Poſitiea-y tor we mul 
underſtand him,. as he underſtands -the Scriptures 
not Literally, but-Myſtically.  ' 

1. Weare to know that by. God's Holy and. Unr 
erring-Spirit, he meays (if he means} a5 the leading 
Neakers) neither Hypoſtaſis nor Perſon, nox.any 
thing elſe, but God himſelf, who is the Father, . 

2. By Fndge of Truth, Rule of Faith, Guide of 
Life, he means; That God doth immediately teach 
Ge:F. and every man, to judge infallibly of all 
Truth, what is to be believed, and what to be pta- 
aiſed. [ For otherwiſe it is not intelligible, That 
God ſhould be the Judge of Truth, &c. among 


ow] And 


Ca. 
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12 ConfroverfitEnded; 

- And therefore 3» that the Scriprage is (as he ith 
Pag» 38.) mich like the ſhadow of the true Rule, 
which give u {by ground to gueſs what the 
Ruleis ſelf i In the next page, he faith in cftect, 
That the Teachings of God, are like the knowledge 
of the Princes Will and Sccrets, wiza Voce, or im- 
mediately 3 which he that hath ( and every man 
ought to have) heeds mot ſo much the ſame when he 
meets it in print, that is in the Scriptures: They art 
like a Gazette to a Privy Counſellor. . But he faith, 
yt | That the eternal Spirit, | that 
'Tt had been to be defir- is, theſe imtnediate Teachs 
ed;/that be bad not fail- ings] to be ſuperior to thoſe 
ed in bis Englip in Writings. Sothat when G. 
vhis\iplace. ' '' © - FP. faith, How can they but 
or - +, © delude People that are not ins 
—_y This is to be heeded more than any ſen» 
eence-in Scriptute, -and is [aperior' to thoſe Write 
ings. | 


- 4+ He means by his Poſition, that men are to' be 
guided into Fruth, and Faith, and good Life, imme» 
liatcly, in oppoſition to their endeavours, ſtudying 
the Scriptures, ſetting themſelves: to Prayer, Reas 
ſoning, Preaching, and the like 3 that is, ſuch of 
theſe as are performed by us, which he calls, (p-84.) 
Ranning in our own Wills, poring, beating of our 
Brains, and daily ftriving, ie Fg 
.' Now if this be his meaning, (as manifcRily it is ) 
then let any min; that has read any of thole. Aus 
thors Books, tell me whether he thinks that any one 
of thoſe he mentions was of his mind, that is, 
Tollet, or Maldonate, Bezz, or Dr. Hammond, or 
Hutchinſin, Socinys, Sclichtingins or Crellius ? Did 


ghcy not all 2bhor that Doctriye ? It comes to thus, 
F T':: 0 
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That God has-mde men'with faculties capable of 
believing and underſtanding what the Will of their 
earthly aperico is, by the zneans of Miniſters, Meſs 
ſengers, Proclamations, Writings, &«c- and of 0+ 
beying his Will heartily. without immediate affi- 
ſtance. But af our Heavenly - Superior will have us 
to know or do his Will, he myſt tell us immediately 
himſelf, he muſt go along with us, and lead us ſtep 
by ſtep, or elſe he muſt expect no Service, Duty, oft 
Obedience from us at all. The truth is, This Dos 
Grine of the neceſſity of God's immediate Teachs 
ing, doth overthrow the Mediatorſhip of the Man 
Chriſt Jeſus our Lord, and quite ſubvert the Goſpel 3 
for mediate and immediate, are directly contradi» 


Beſides, ſtill we have gain'd nothing by this Dos 
Erines for if men do not hearken to the Un-erring 
Judge, or miſtake him, or refift him againſt know- 
I to be led by him, they fail as much as 
if they had no ſach Immediate Guide, but a Medi- 
ate Guide and Direction. Let Mr. Pex be the Exams 
ple 3 who even in the beginning of his Book, has 
(notwithſtanding his immediate and infallible Guide) 
run into five or fix ſuch palpable Fallities and Ca» 
lumnies, as I am confident the Cobler of Gloceſter 
would never have been guilty of 3 nor any man elſe, 
that had not been eminioonted with pride, rafhneſs, 
and revenge. What has he gain'd then by his ims 
mediate Guide, which another man (that knows by 
Nature or Tradition he ought to ſpeak truth) is noc 
equally capable of ? 

- But why doth this Apologiſt ſpend ſo many Pages 
upon this Point, and take no notice of my ing 
ia the following Lines, which he faith, 1 ha _ 

big 
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liged my ſelf -apainſt? Muſt it 
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: be:paſt over there» 
fore? Tam perſwaded( to uſe bis words) he was 
confounded at it. | It was to this effet ; © We by 
« your own confeſſion have the Light within, or the 
© infallible Guide as well as you, why then is not our 
< Dodrine as true as-yours ? Yonanſwer, That we 
© 2re not obedient, we are in the cuſtoms of the 
« World, &c. and therefore nut to be heeded. Thus 
« you prove your {clves to be in the Truth, and us to 
« be in Error. not by Divine Reaſon, and Holy Scri- 
<« pture, but by the high opinion you have of your 
« ſelves, and your low opinion of others. And if 
indeed they acknowledge that there are vertuous Per- 
fons that arc of a contrary perſwaſion to them, . and 
none but who are guided by an infallible Spirit, then 
they are no more certain than other men, and we 
need ſtill an infallible Judge. I add, If every man 
hath, then I havea meaſure of infallible Light; the 
leaſt meaſure whereof convinces of fin, eſpecially 
gro(s ſuis, ſuch as Malice, Envy, Lying, Murderings 
Spirit, &c. which WY. P. imputes to me : But 1 am 
fo far from having any ſuch convictions that on the 
contrary, my Conſcience bears me witneſs of a hear- 
ty love to Truth 2nd their Perſons, in what I have 
done, and am a doing : Theretore, if their Doctrine 
be true, his Imputation is falle 3 it his Imputation 
be true, their Doctrine is falſe, But enough of 
this. | 
Having now in this Introduction given the Reader 
a proof of JY. P's faculty in accuting, meek Jan- 
uage, faithfulneſs in repreſenting my words and 
f e, modeſty in praifing himſelt and Party, eva- 
ding of that which is weighty.conhdence in denying 
what they are charged with, and his (caſe. bor 
"20 Spirits 


| 


$irits guidance 5 We'are pretty well prepar'J"ts 

make'a conjeure of what we are' to from 

him.inithe handling 6f the main Argumient 3 which 
I think fit firſt to give a ſhort account of And I 
muſt tell you, that it is Frgumentzm ad Hominem, 
an Argument againſt G. F. formed out of his own 
words, and runs thus : | 


He that is not Tifallible, is a*Delnder : 
But G. Fox is tot infallible, 
Therefore G. F. is a Deluder. 


The Major Propoficion (as they call it) is expreſfy 
proved by that Quotation cut of G, F's Book, 
where he faith, How can ye be | Miniifters of the Spi 
4 £ twig camadf And, How can they bm: 
del ople, that are not infallible ? And again G. 
F. faith, Ir it not Blaſhhemy for you to Speak, and 
Preach that which ye have not received from Heaven ? 
Whence I further Argue thus : 

He that Speaks and Preaches that which he hath 
not teceived from Heaven, is a Blaſphemer : But 
G. F. Speaks and Preaches that which he hath 'not 
received from Heaven, therefore G. F. is a Bla 
phemer. $4 

It remains now that I prove the Minor Propoſiti- 
on of the former Argument 3 namely, G. Fox is not 
#nfallible : and that alſo I ſhall do out of G. F's 
words, thus: He that fo 
quotes Scripture, as that he The inftances of theſe 
expreſſes the Pronoun Te, things ,out of G. F's 
where it is to be under- Book, are to be ſeen in 
ſtood, or renders the Greek my Epiſtle, p. 5, 6+ 
Prepoſition 5v, by, with, or ws 


, " 


. or 405. 07. puts, He for Ye. or leaves out | 
ing, that ought be expeſl or adds; to 
ture words 3 He that doth any one of theſe 
gs, or that which is manifeſtly equiyalent, fuch 
an one. is a Peryerter or Corruptar of Scripture, and 
vor infallible : | But G. F. doth. ſome one of theſe | 
ings, 


or that which is manifeltly equivalent ; 
therefore be F. is ——— ps ſame medium | 
roves the, Miner , of the ſecond Argument, viz. p 
G. F. Speaks and Preaches that which be bath wot re- 
ceived from Heaven ; Thus, he that perverts ox cor- | 
rupts the Scripture in any of the forementioned In- 
ſtances, or one that is manifeſtly equivalent, Speaks 
and Preaches that which he hath not reccived from 
Heaven. But G+ F. doth fo pervert the Scripture, 
Therefore G,. F, Speaks and Preaches that which 
he hath not received from Heaven. The Minox of 
this, and of the former Profyllogiſip, namely, that "Þ 
G. F. doth fo pervert the Scripture, was proved in 
©. © my Epiltle, by fifty Inſtances out' of 
The Myſtery - /G-.F*s Book; and I appeal to every 
of #he great wnprejudiced Reader, whether there 
Pee _ benotas much weight in every one of 
_ them, as 1n ſome of thole, for which * ! 
G- F. chargeth his Adverſarics with perverting of 
Scripture?And whether there-be not in many of them — , | , 
reater weight than in any of thoſe ? And it it 
ſhould prove that but two or three of thoſe fifty In- 
ſtances are fall to my purpoſe,, it would be enough 
to prove what -I have undertaken, namely, That | 
G. F. js, according to the true ſenſe of his own 
words, a Deluder and Blaſphemer. | 
© I have been foxced to this way of ſyllogyzing; 
that Mr. P's faltacidus way of handling my. Ars 
| gament 
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better) in that yulgar way, wherein I propog'd it 
in my Epiſtle. | 

But to return 3 The evidence of all the Premiles, 
is matter of Fact, -obvious tothe eyes of every man 
that can but xead Engliſh, and diſcern one word or 
phraſe from another, or when he finds more or lefs 
in any Sentence 3 for what can be lighter than the 
adding 'of a Pronoun to a Verb, where it mult be 


But I muſ} not go too faſt 3 though my Argument 
proves G+ F. to be a Deluder of; People, and a Blaf- 
phemer, and ſoa Lyar 3 yet it doth not prove him 
to be a falſe Prophet, or Impoſior ; therefore I ad- 
ded that large (aud indeed blaſphemous) Teſtimo- 
ny of Solomon Eccles, who ſaith, Who [ G. Fox ] 
is. a. Prophet indeed, and hath been faithful in the 
Lards buſmneſs from the beginning : Is was ſid of 
Chriſt, That he was in the World, and the World 
was made by him, and the World knew him not : 
So it may be ſaid of this true Prophet, whom John 
Jaid he was not. I added allo the Duakers common 
Principle, which doth not permit any one to be of 
the Miniſtry, (as they call it) but Him or Her that 
hath an immediate Revelation, or a Prophet. Now 
if Ge F. bea Prophet, and a Prophet indeed, not on- 
ly of the Miniſtry, but the moſt eminent thexein,and 
krhe Patriarch of the Qug- 

Fi z and if he bea Delu- 7 ſuppoſe they wall et 

er and Blaſphemer, even 2 *0ar writing ro all the 
when he Speaks & Preaches, ion ofence of Relig 
then it follows roundly, —_— "_ 


that'G+F. is a falſe Prophet, 
B Or 
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6t an Impoſtor. This js the ſybftance of. that Arg 

' rent which Mr. P. undertook to overthrow. Let-us 
now ſce;how he hath acquited himſelf in that warfare. 
Firſt, He doth not charge me with' one word of 
falſe quotation, (that I remember ) either ont of 
Scriptute, or G. F*s Writings,” {0 that I take it for 
granted, that the quotations areal? true and genu- 
ine 2. He grants that G. F: is a Prophet, or font 
ef. God, by his eternal Spirit, to twrn people from 
Darkneſs to Light, p. 67- 3+ He doth not deny, at 
leaſt for the moſt part, but that what I have aſcribed 
to G- F, as Scripture words quoted by him, is ſach, 
and confequently diſtinguiſhed from G. F*s Para» 
phraſcs, Explications, or Inferences. But he doth 
deny, 1. That G, F. bis affirming things to be true, 
which are falſe, and falſe 

ry * this goings which are tree, * to be obui- 
as Jorgor iy mite goo#: ous to their eyes or ſenſes: 
6r$g-aa mo '» bis Mi Thats, He Jakes et 
F. his putting then tor bim, 

(Col. 3. 10.) thereby changing the Antecedent 3 with 
for in, ( Epbeſ. 2.6. ) the corruption he blames in 
others 3 Confeience for Thoughts, (Rom. 2+ 15.) God 
for Lord, (Rem- 14-9.) God tor Chrift, (Col-3.16.) 
and fo of the reſt 3 He demies, I fay, that theie and 
the like falſitics in G. F's quotations of Scripture are 
obvious to his ſenſes: and yet x. they are words 
written, and therefore proper objects of ſenſe 3 and 
2+ the change of the words, (which is the falkty in 
this caſe) is in his anſwers not denyed, but excuſ- 
ed. So-thart this his firſt Anſwer comes to'this, That 
FP. doth deny that to be obvious to'his fenfe,which 
he reads and acknowledgeth by excufing. And if 
this an{w<cr may ferye his'turn, I muſt confeſs I am 
BO 


non-pluſt 3. for whem I have, ſhewn an Qbjec, of 
Gght to a mans eyes by ndan-day light, and yhen he 
petceivesit, and acknowledgethic by manikeſt int 
plication :/. 1 he- {til} perfiſt co deny it expreſly, I 
cauinot help it; nor I think; any man in the World. 
I may well be ſaid to fetch Arguments out of Bedlam, 
{as he (ayes) if I ſhould proſecute fucha man any 
further: -- But for the ſake of tome that will beligve 
their SenſeAnd Reaſon, I will proceed. , 

2. He utterly denics that ſuch fallity, as I have 
ſpoken of, reuders G,F. either @ falſe Prophet on In- 
Poſtor > Lyer [he doth not deny». . Now, 1. I m 
confe(s I have not fo ſabtil, a .wit as to put a diffc- 
tence between a-lying Prophet and a falſe Prophet » 
and if my Argument will ſerye to pxove G. F. a lys 
ing Prophet, I will not contend; whether the name 
of Inpojtor be. proper. tor him, but uſe ie withouc 
ſcruple till Ibe better informedconcerning it. 2. Let 
it be conlidered;, what it is that I. P. denies, aud it 
will amount toas much as it he had confelt it. For 
he denies that ſuch falfities or changes of Words and 
Phraſes, (in citing Scripture).as G. F. by his infal- 
lible Spirit, calls perverting and corrupting of Scrip- 
ture, are ſuch'z- which is all one as to ſay, that G-F. 
is not infallible, :and if he be not infallible, . he 
is judg'd by bimſe;f to be a Dcluder and Blaſphemer: 
Now hath 'not JW. P. vindicated G. F. to purpoſe ? 
Or; has he not,, under colour of vindicating him, 
condemn'd* him, and that with the moſt opprobious 
terms he could devilc. | 

This that L-ſay is very manifeſt, ſo that if I would 
fpend my. time, or the Readers, ſo unprofitably, I 
might here tranſcribe almolt all that he faich asany 
way pertinent to the Ad” and 2!1 his viligyj 

| 2 Speethes 
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Speeches on that agt6yiit, and yetorrefiem upon G, 
K. 'to' whom they do i truth bdongy/ and not £6 
c. For though I have'in ſome-inſtances- imputed 


x 
* 


aukineſs ro himfor' {mall variations: Seripture 
words, becauſe I ſaw that thoſe- variations counte- 
nanced ſome error 3 yett am confident, it would n&- 
ver have entered -imto my'head ſo to do, unleſs IT had 
firſt found him blaming his Adverſariestfor pervert- 
ing Scripture upon far ſighter, yea,” adld ridiculous 
accpuntts. qe” | 
., Might I not here tell-G. F. as FP. tells-me') 
(p. 50.) Had he not heent void of all ſenſe bimfelf, and 
reaſon ton, he won[d never have ſuffered ſo much weak- 
neſs and untruth, to- pafj'the Preſs without correfion. 
And '(p; 21.) That ys man that compaſs, could have 
mani fed mare weaknefs, folly, malice, and untrath, 
Cs. well in defending 'of bis own, as in' oppoſing our 
Printiptes ) then 6.'F: hath done in his Myſtery of 
the hore. Wrtnels the quotations before-mention- 
cd, ajid IF. P. Again; (p- 52.) witha little varia- 
tion 3 Bzt that a an- ſhould make 22 coveftions of 
fo many Texts of Scripture corrupted by the Tranſlators, 
and twelve or thirteen of them to depend wpon the ren- 
dring of the Greek' Particle ©, in, and not otherwiſe, 
Befitt mo man that Joverto be profitably tmploy'd, bus 
3t therefore fuits G-F-* which 4 ſoover-run with, &c. 
That on Ship-board (a kind of publick place, or 
elſe I ſhould not mention it) heſuffers (as the Paſs 
fengers inform) cldcr men than himfelf, and Pro- 
hets too, to minilter to hm m the loweſt Offices, 
ich as untying and pulling off his Shoves; &c. But 
how ſhould Mr. Pex know that T am 6 over-ran with 
thelazy,? Did his infallible Spirit -reveat it to him ? 
for otherwiſe he doth but gueſs who am. _- he 
m— OInS 


ſcors me with fſatxruzl Dreams : . See the tender 
Conſcience of this Qxaker !- He dare not ule the 
word Satwry, when it isa meer fignification of a 
certain day in the week, as Joby or Thomas is of a 
man but when it ſerves to abuſe his Neighbour, he 
can uſe it without ſcruple. | 

Again, f» 53+ 1 look won it ({zith W. P.). as con- 
ceited and preſuneptzous, for. any man_to undertake 
what he caunot prove, and not 4 baſe to affirm a man 
miſcites, perverts, and corrupts Scripture, when he 
renders the genuine ſenſe of it» Had Mr. P. ſo ſoon 
forgotten what he had read. in the Page ummediate- 
ly 7 ener ta: CEpiſt. p. 6.) Or, Doth he think that 
Deſtroy ye this Temple, is not the genuine ſenſe of 
Deſtroy this Temple ? is this to vindicate G. F, to 
render him.baſe And may not Mr. Pex ( p. 62. ) 
confeſs few Tr [as well for G. F. as for me] 
not at bis great chill; bus folly ? When he finds him 
asking his Adverſaries, ſo like a Critick, Where 
doth the Scrivture ſpeak, of humane, the word Hu- 
mane f And will not I. P's words, p. 64. ſerve 
pertinently againſt G. F, vis. Certainly thex this 
word Humanc, #4 #0t of fuch dangerous conſequence, 
ar inconſonant to Scriptere-languaze, as this idle and 
ignorant perſan would reader it. But I muſt haſten, 
And yet give me leave a little to borrow Mr. P's pa- 
thetick figure of ſpeaking, p. $0. thus: Aud that 
whichis more to be wondered at, this miſerable man, 
even while he denies G. F. to be a falſe Prophet or 
Impoſtor, dothamanifeſily aſſert him to be a Dcluder 
and e..1 pate dx, the man, and am 
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really affraid be bas overcharged the: ſtrength of his 
brain for with me fach manifeh coursdilitn is but a 
\B3z Ry ſaraller 


22 Eontrovetriie End 
lex degree of diſtratftmm.  O flupendiow follyf | 
fat th Mr. P. Kh his Adverfire. EAI N 
Theſe paſſages, out of many more of the ſame | 
complexion, I have taken out of JF. P's vindication 
of G. F. from the firſt inſtance cf Scripture miſ-re- ; 
cited ( in his language corrupted ) taken from Fohn | 
1.9. which may be by me applyed to them according 
to truth 3 bat are by JW. P: tome, by abuſe of my 
Words arfd Perſon, as may cafily be 'pexccived by 
any intellgent Reader. But that which is matter of 
wonder (if any thing be ſo in this Author) is, That 
he ſpends near two and thirty pages upon this Head, * ? 
and conceming the Light, and not one word (that | 
I can perceive) whereby G. F. is any way vindica- 
ted from my chief exception ; which lay in this, That 
every man whom the Light lighteth, is not of neceſſity 
or effettually enlightned : But G. F. reads it, Every / 
man that cometh into the World is entightned. 1 added, 

for explanation of my ſenſe, (Rom: 2, 4.) That the 

goodneſi of God leadeth---to repentance thoſe that are 
#mpenitent,' and not led to repentance. 1 added more- | 
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over, Mat.5-15. and Lukg11.33. & 36. but of this 
Mr. P. hath deep filence. He ſpends near 16 pages 
about the tranſlation and reference of tg puevoy, 
coming, whether to Man, or to the Light z and about {(} 
the tranſlation of &qdlita, lighteth or enlightmeth ; 
which were tranſiently mentioned by me in leſs than 
three lines, and not inſiſted on, and-may be deter- 
min'd either way without prejudice tomy chicf Ex- 
ception. | He joyns Greecd 2 and [taly together, (cal- 
ling me Pſendo-lingaift)) to abuſe me for my uſe of 
the Greek» Tongue, yet has not charged me wit 

any error therem,* which himſelf or his Authors 
have not recanted, I faid that go uweroy _— 
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might refer to T5 q&5.che Light,as well as to aidgw- 
-Fv, Man :' 'He wonders that a man ſo mean in that 
ongue, ſhould undertake to thwart the current of all 
indifferent Tranſlators. He 
— = Skill in _ - Whar anni 
Onenta es out SH MmW,P, tom © 
the Latin Tranſlations of þ» 03> tun 3 _ 
them, (which Tongue, by - lus ills vere que venien- 
the way, cannot render the rem in mundam iiummas 
Greek of this Text ſo well 97»e hommem 2 
as our Engliſh can.) The 
queſtion is concerning the Greek : The Arabick and 
EKthiopick (as he cites them) arc on my lide : The 
three French, and the Low-Dutch Tranſlations (as 
he renders them) are for me. Eraſmus grants that 
the ſenſe is ambiguous, (which is as much in ctfe& 
as I ſay) Mr. P.*in tranſlating Eraſmus's words, 
ſaith, too ambiguous, where- 
in he wrongs Eraſmus : —— Ambignitatem ſuſ- 
Doth he learn that of the 2alifſer- 
New Academy at Paris ? 
His Maldonate faith, My ſenſe is neither falſe nor 
abſurd. Grotins faith, I do much approve of the Ex- 
poſition, which is extant in Cyril and Anguſtine, that 
this igpuevor, COMING, be referred to To 4&3, 
THE LIGHT, Dr. Hamond reads it fo. And; axe 
not. theſe four mdifferent Tranſlators and Expoſt- 
tors? Did they not all own the eternal Divivity of 
Chrift ? And did not Mr. P. know it ? Lathe 
Reader judge whether he doth not knowing]y abufe 
me? and whether he has not abus'd him «vo, iu 
writing ſo much to no purp {: ? 
As tor the difference between lighteth and enlight- 
eth, I ſtood not.upon it 3 but now, alter all his une 
B 4 pertinent 


23 Conttoveriie Ended; 
inent labour, I ſay, There is as much difference 
theſe words, as between deftroy this Tem 
ple, and ye the Temple; and our Tranſlators 
ſeem to uſe the word lighteth, for the Goſpel preach- 
ed; and the word enlighteth, for the Goſpel received 
and believed. WW. P. deals here like a cunning Law- 
yer, who having a bad Cauſe, labours hard co turn 
off the Judges from the Matter in iſſue, to ſomething 
that is not ſo. In order to that, another Artifice 
he uſeth is, To make an hideous out-cry againſt me, 
as a Socinian, Mungrel-Socinian, Bidlean, and other 
frightfal names; as if it were a ſufficient vindicati- 
on of G. F. from the charge I have prov'd againſt 
him, out of his own Writings, that I am an Erro- 
nious or | Heretical Perſon. Let me be all that Js. 
P. faith 1 am, a Turk, a Jew, an Anthropomor- 
phite, an Arrian or Sabcllian, or What he will; will 
G-F. his Doctrine be &re the truer, or his Perſon the 
wiſer or honeſter ? Away with ſuch Mercurial 
fleights ! Here he would fain draw us into the 
Controverſie of his ſtating, viz. Whether the Light 
'be natural and created, or ſupernatural and eternal ? 
Into which if we ſhould be fo fooliſh as to follow 
him, I dare ſay we might have work enough for a 
full age, and be never the wiler at laſt For how is 
it to come to any determination with one 
that is cquivocating in his terms ? as I ſhall ſhew 
the @wakers to be. 

' Next he falls upon my Conceſſions concerning the 
Light in every man, and pleaſes himſelf hugely in 
making me contradict my ſelf, and give away my 
Cauſe : Bur it's no great matter, for one that is wont 
to cquivocate in his own words, to make his Neigh- 
bours contradictory by the ſame art, * , 
” 6 An 
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And, 24 if it ſhould appeaz-that I had failed in 
expreſſing my mind concerning that matter, yet Kill 
the Argument of my Ragk might be firm and valid 
againſt G. F. Here under this Head, upon my ſobex 
appeal to the Light in the Quakers, he falls (25 is 
were) into an exitacy, and cries out moyſtram hor- 
rendum ! (as if forne Poctick Deity had inſpir'd him): 
Why ! what's the matter? He faith, That muro 
which a man makes an appeal, muſt be capable of giv+ 
ing an infallible judgment, and ſo atrue Fudge, or elſe 
be appeals fooliſhly. - Anſw. It ſeems, when Pail 

ed to Ceſar, that is, Ners, that Nero was ca+ 

of giving an infallible judgment, or clſe Pal 
appcaled fooliſhly. Do not all men know that Ap- 
peals are made to men upon the account of necellity 
Or COUVEniency, not upon an opinzon of his infalli- 
bility to whom the appeal is made ? Doth not Mr. 
P. reaſon like a man in a fright * 2» He faith, that 
G. F. is by the verdict of that Light in them, pro- 
nounced #ot guilty > and I «] him, that G. F, is by 
the verdict of the Light in me,. and as many thou- 
ſands as the Quakers pronounced Guilty : On which 
{ide now is the infallible judgment ? or, arc we both 
infallible > What trifling 15 here with terms and 
words! Upon the queſtion it ſelf, of the Light in 
every man, I have iu effe& dilcours'd already, when 
we conlider'd F. P's Polation touching the Un-ex+ 
ring Judge, &e. I add further, That every man 
that grows up to years of diſcretion; has a capacity, 
by Nature or otherwiſe, to know ſo much of ' Gods 
Will; conecrning his Duty, as whereby his haneſty 
and ſincerity may be tryed. 2. That he that is faith- 
ful in the obedience of that knowledge he has, ſhall 
have morc- 3. That fuch an one (as was Cornelixs, 
| Atts 
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Afis 10.) who feareth Gad, and worketh Righte- 
ouſneſ($, ſhall be accepted of him. But, 4- that ſuch 
a perſon may be yet withoufſhe Knowledge or Faich 
of Jeſus the Mediator between God and men. And, 
5- that God did not to Correlizes, neither was wont 
in thoſe Primitive times, nor doth he in theſe dayes 
(that can be made toappear) reveal unto ſuch men 
inwardly by his Spirit, the knowledge of Chriſt the 
Mediator 3 which was contained in thoſe words 
which Peter preached to Cornelins, whereby he aud 
his Houſe were to be ſaved. 6. I ay, That that 
knowledge in thoſe words are conveyed to us by the 
Holy Scriptures,as unto Cormelivs by word of mouth. 
7. 'I ſay, That the Quakers in vilifying the knowledge 
from tradition, and the profeſſion of the Perſon of Chriſt 
tradition, and contending for an immediate reve- 
lation of this Knowledge, do vilihe the diſpenſation 
of the Goſpel by the Mediator Jeſus, and his Apottles 
and Evangelifts their-Preaching and Writing, Theſe 
things are evident, partly by themſelves, partly by 
Scripture, as As 10. &+ 11. Mat. 25. Rom. 2. 

Now let us look into Mr. P. and his Aſſociates, 
their ſenſe of that DoQtrine they ſo much glory in, 
and upon the account of which they ſing ſuch loud 
tryumphs in the World, viz. The Light in every max 
is anfallible, and they that are not infallible, are De- 
luders. For we ſhall deceive our (elves, if we think 
we underſtand them, when we undesſtand the words 
in one ſenſe. 1. Then you muſt know that by the 
term Light,ſometime they mean Chriſt;ſo,when they 
ſay, the Light is ſupernatural and eternal, they mean 

by the Light, Chriſt, that is, God 5 

Sce p. 68, &c- and the len(e is, God is ſupernatural 
WY. and eternal, and God is ye 
Who 


Who ever denyed'it? Bit; 2. when they ſay, the 
Light juſtifies or coydentms,then they mean that which 
we call Conſcience, for fo G- F. expounds it, (Myſt 
p- 11+) ſaying, And the Light condenmy, which you 
call Conſcience. $utable to'this ſenſe, when a mary 
proceeds rightly in the uſe of his faculties, and thoſe 
means which God affords him, and attains to-a true* 
knowledge, then he is infallible, and the Light, that 
is, his Judgment is infallible : But when he doth'not 
proceed rightly, and gives a wrong judgment, then 
he is fallible, and his Judgment fallible, -but not the 
Light. And fo the ſenſe of their Poſition, The 
Light is infallible, (when they do not mean by the 
Light, God) is, that true knowledge or trne judg- 
ment, istrne knowlege or true judgment. And Mr. 
P. has unhappily, (by being a little more open than 
their Do&rine will bear) utterly betray*'d both his 
Cauſe and his Friends: For thus he faith, ( p, $2. ) 
Ivf allibility of perſons, any further then as they are 
Joyned and cmformed to the Light of God, we never af 
firmed, and fallibility of the Light, becauſe of the fal- 
libility of perſons, we never owned. That 1s to fay, 
when G. F. and WF. P. preach nothing for truth, but 
what they certainly know to be fo, then, and in that 
point they give a true judgment, andare infallible; 
[ and ſo ts every man in the World ] ſo are G. F's 
Advexfariesz ] but when they give = falſe judgment, 
thinking it to be true,then they are fallibe: He might 
as well Rive aid, They that are intallible, areinf 
hble 3 and on the contrary, They that are infallible, 
are fallible 3 and they that are fallible, arc infallible 
for there is nothing hinders, but that the ſame per-" 
ſon may be infallible in fome things, and fallable in 
mariy things 3 for noching is more conumon,than = 
-- » I 


4 


, 


23 @Controvevſie Ended. 
the ſame perſon to follow the Light of. God in one 
thing, aud negle@ it in another. When G. F. 
quoted Scripture right, then he did conform to the 
ight of God, which told him he ought to do ſo, 
ind was infallible : But when he quoted it wrong, 
then he was not conformed to the Light of God, but 
fallible. Behold here the Quakers Doctrine of In- 
fallibility ! May we not retort-then G. F's words ? 
How can he but delude people, ſince be is not infallible ? 
But they have yet a third ſenſe of the term Light, 
when they ſay, it is infallible, and that is this 3 The 
light in every man, #s the immediate Teaching or Speak- 
3g, of God in every man 3 and that is alwayes infalli- 
Lle. Anſw. I have ſpoken of this betore inthe In- 
troducion 3. And again, 1. I ask, Is the' mediate 
Teaching or -Speaking of God, either by Nature or 
Scripture, fallible ? I hope not. 2. Mr. P. grants, 
P+ 72« That men may, through their fins and infirmi- 
zaes, miſtake, and not perceive the teaching of the Light, 
and ſo not conform it > and then they are fallible like us 
orother men. 3« This is that which I ſaid in my E- 
piſtle, If God be pleaſed ina mediatory way,by ſuch 
very vile means (in the Raker? account) as the too- 
kſhneſs of Preaching, and traditional Scripture tg 
teach men ſufhciently 3 and if they deſpiſe that way, 
muſt God be bound to ſupply their pride and idle- 
neſs by his immediate Teaching* which when he 
has dene, they are ſtilFas liable as other men to be 
inconformable to it. And ſo this their great Do&rine 
of infallibility comes to nothing but equivocation, 
noiſe and wind, Their perſons JF. P. in contra- 
diction to G. F. grants to be falliblez their. Light 
within, when it is taken for the laſt Dictate of their 
undcritanding, (which men-are obliged alwayes to 
x follow) 
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; Hollow) for-whatſhcyer is not 'of Faith, is fn) Mr. 
; P- grants to be alfofallible. And why may not I 
now retort his exprobration ? Well ! before T winld * 
widertake Controverſies, and thus gud away my C 
may, fo wofully, yet frequently contradift my 
{ and my Friends 


I would never rrite while T live, © 
Theſe things thus diſcourſed, to follow Mr. P. 
though they are a digreflion frommy Argument, yet 
Y I hope not unprofitable to the Reader.' We may now 
proceed to his Anſwers upon the particular Inftan+ 
ces, and ſhow that even in thoſe that are of leaſt mos 
i ment, his Vindications of G- F. and his cont - 
ous Speeches againſt me for the {lj of the'© 
jeRion, do all fall heavily upon his Prophet Georges 
For I have him upon this Dilemme : If the Inſtances 
I have produced of G. F*s mif-citings of Scripture, 
be indeed pervertings and corruptings of Scripere 
then G- F. is fallible and a Deluder it they be not;, 
then alſo he is fallible and a Deluder, ' becauſe hethas 
=" 'd them and the like to be {0 in his Adverfarits. 
tif I had hir'd FF. P. to have wrote in deferice 
of my Argument, and in aggravation of G.F*s4ol- 
\l> I, Pm confident he could not have it done naore 
effeQtually, than he hath in this his Book, where'he 
denies the Antecedent,namely, That fuch miſ-citings 
are pervertings, Which he doth almoſt in every in- 
ſtance, It would tire the Reader to paſs through 
them all, we will try it in ſome few- of them; thatave 
in his eſteem of the moſt trivial account. 
: And the firſt ſhall be that from Epheſ: 
2.6: where for in Chriſt Feſus, G. F. IF.P. p=1:3- 
puts-with bim. Here I faid there might ; 
be a different ſenſe : but however G-. F. chargeth t he 
Travflators for corrupting Scripture, bccauſe they 
| had 
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had tranſlated 'iv prvegday, ( Fud: 14.) with ter 
thouſands, and not in. The like corruption he finds 
* 2i«the Tranſlation of Matth. 3.11. with water forin 
water. Now I appeal to any Reader that under- 
ftands Engliſh, whether it was not as-great 'a cor= 
ruption' in G.F. to put with tor in, where both the 
Greek and Engliſh had i, as for'the Tranſlators to 
tranſlate the Greek-<v by with. '/;Now let us ſee W 
P's defence retarted. Firſt,- G. F, wrongs the Tranf® 
Lators in ſaying, they bave corrupted the $criptures, by 
puetting with for 1n, ſince there 1s no difference at all 
#u what be would fantaſtically bave to be one. — And 
with ſuch arrogaticy doth G, F--charge the Tranſla- 
tors with corrupting Scripture, as if, be were the only 
Maſter of the Sentences, Dottor of the Chair, or grand 
Critick, of the Age, who, to fpeak;truth, ſhews bimſelf 8 
Sehobar much at the ſame rate, and by the ſame figure 
thet Pedlars art called Merchants. Save that he comes 
ſhort in this, that he knows not a piece of Stuff from 
a piece of Silk; not one claufe from another. | 
Next, 2 Per.2.1. Denying the Lord 
IW.P.p.117.. that bought them, where he inſerts 
Chriſt, and yet perhaps it may be 
meant of denying the Father. Now is not this as 
great a pervcrliou of the Text, as the ſayiug, deſtroy 
ye this Temple, inliead .of deſtroy this Temple. Be- 
fides,this countenances their Dofrine of the Father 
and Chriſt their being ſo one, as that they are not di- 
find. Let us hear W. P. now. 

We may gueſt at bis meaning without an interpret a« 
$7012 5 But mujt Chrijt be Lord and xot Lord, | diltin& 
and not dikinct ] at every turn, when this preſump- 
tizes perſon G, Fe will ? In ſhort, If a mans 
exprdling ye, where it muſt be underſiood, muſt 

conclude 
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gonclude hima perverter of Scripturt;and confequent- 
ly a Dehuder and Btaſphemer, Who: is trxe ? Let all 
the IYorld read, 'and obſerve of what ungodly (Fuff, and 
very traſh bis | Myſtery Book} doth confiſt 

3+ G. F. ranks it among, Scriptures corrupted by 
the Tranſlators, that they render Col. 1. 23- The 
Goſpel which was preached to every Creature \ and him- 
ſelt (in contradi&ion to him that aſſerted that the 
Goſpel -is not firlt made known by the (ceing within, 
but by hearing tydings without)- renders it,” The 
Gofpel is preached-in every Creature, where he puts is 
for was, and in for to. Now W. P. (p. 121.) doth 
not deny the change 3 but ayes, that 3s and war are 
both true. He ayes alſo that in every Creature, and 
to every Creature, may be the ſame. What now? 
How can it be a corruption of Scripture in the Tran» 
flators, to render it to, if it be the ſame. with 3 
W. P. ſeems in this, arid indeed in the ſum of his 
Vindication, to have writ by immediate inſpiration, 
that is, what came next to his fancy, without cons 
fideration of its being for him or againft him. Wett! 
what's hittenſure againſt me, which lights upon G 
F? His carping there is like all the reſt; malicions and 
trowbleſom. It ſeems G. F. is a malicious and trou» 
bleſom Prophet. \ 

Thus I might go through all the inſtances, and 
preſent 3. P. wounding and goring himſclt and 
Friend upon the Horns of my Argument, but the 
Reader will eafily excuſe me fromthat travel, and do 
it himſelf in his own mind. And yet methinks 1 
cannot but note one more of his mercurial watchings-: 
(Hel go near to charge me with palpable lying, (as 
he has done divers times in the like caſe) tor this 
common phraſe. becauſe I ſay, I cannot, when I can). 

It 


——— yt ——— ore — 


er ern none 


4 | bd . PY + A > 
; 3z "1 | ts - [? 11 AM 


E21he? \ 
It i510 my p-33+in his Þ-126+ where I fault G.F, for 
ſaying abſolutely, God ſaid, Fob did not- ſue with bit 
worth, where the Saripture ajth, by all this did wa 
Fob ſm with. big lips : Now my exception lies in 
thoſe words, Iy.&t this, which I. P. according to 
his wonted honeſty, leayes put, and gives out, that 
' , ©. My exception lies in the putting of xcaath 
P. 127« | tos lips, andthat I charge G. F. with im- 
:('':j4 Poſture on that account, when as he has 
tound-as great a change as that in Chriſt and his A+ 
poliles their quoting.of Scripture Well ! ſuppdſe 
(what is not). that my exception had been that; Is 
it not as great a corrupting of Scripture, to put 
taouth for lips, as t0 put to for iy, where Mr. P, ſaith, 
Toand In, may be the ſame.; or as, deſtroy ye, for 
deftroy (ye underfiood). Thus all the foul 4 that 
W. P.can uſe, will notexcuſe his good Friend 3 but 
every\blow that he ſixikes at me, wounds G. F,morr 
tally«.;' But the moſt deadly of all comes at laſt 3 *ris 
this, '(without change of his Argument) If Chriſt 
und ttis Apoſtles have nat obſerved ſuch exacineſy as | Gy 
Fox(-ſo ſeverely reproves | his Adverſaries ] for the 
want of, 'Þt 3s tobe hoped, that be mill ether retra& big 
«worthy abufe — or elſe not think it bard tas to 
charge this blaſphemous inference upon bim, uamely, 
that be makes Chriſt 'Feſies and his war's qu 
of: Scriptare,end what elſe be wickedly concludes agatift 
Profeſſors.” This: inference falls withall its weight 
upon G: F. as the -Reader may readily perceive : Bu 
for 1me, it touches me not at all : For, _. | 
Firſt, We will ſuppoſe G.F-- but equalto Chriſt 
and his ApoRtles, in changing, words. to the ſame 
ſenſe, yet there wilt he this difference between them- 
4+ They teſtitied the infallibility of their ſpirit ,by 
many 
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tion of words cither importing or countenancing a 
bad ſenſe, or at leaſt varying trom the ſenſe of the 
place, as I doubt not but will appear to any judici- 
ous Reader. And W. P. himſelf, in moſt of the 
Inſtances, doth not deny the various ſenſe, onely he 
endeavours to make that (ſenſe conſiſt with truth in 
general, or (ome opinion of their own, which cthers 

count Errors | | 
Laſtly, It's more than Mr, P. knows, for all his 
Skill in the Hebrew, (which is very notorious ainong 
learned men) whether our Lord and his Apoſtles ju 
their Citations of Scripture, did not keep to the very 
words of that Verſion which was then in uſe, or 
allowcd by thoſe to whom he ſpake, and they wrote. 
C So 
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&$ vaſt 2 Afetetice 38 thee between the Citations of 
Chritft and his Apofiles, and thoſe of G-'F. that it's a 
molt ſhamefa! thing they ſhould be brought intocom- 
pariſott.” Here T might tranfctibe much tothe birter 
condenmation of them out of their own mouths, but 
I muſt haften. 

Notwithſtanding after Mr.P. has writa Book tuft 
with TnveRives, and opprobrious condermmaticns of 
G. F. tis Doctrine and Perſon, under thy Perfoh and 
Caufe, he comes arlength, in the end of it, to. fay 
ſomething to his putpoſe of Vitidication, if it were 
fruc apd reaſonable,but it proves ho Armonr of proof, 
but a meer Cobweb. Ae argues thus 3 Profeſſors hole 
tbe $criptave to be fuch a ſufſicient, infallible — Rude, 
&s that God bath #0: given unto men any thing more 
clear ant certain + But G. F. and the Duakers hold, 
That the eterhal Spirit is, by way of excetlency,the Rule 
and Guide of Chriſtians : Theretore he was not con- 
_ fined to the very expreſs words and points thereof as 
bis Rile. 

_ Could he ſatisfie his Confcience in this Apology ? 
But I anſwer, 1. This arguing clearly fappoſes that 
the Didates of 6. F*s Spirit, are more excellent than 
the Scriptures. 2. It ſuppoſes that the Spirit of 
God, or God himfelf, can afhrin that to be written 
which is not written, that 15, can lie : for in citing 
Scripture, men have rcſp2ct to the very cxpreſs 
words, and upon thol(e the y build the ſenſe. 3. Tr 
ſippoles that becauſe G: F, has a leſs eſteem ot the 
Ccriptures than other men have,therefore he may ho- 
ncſtly do that to the Scriptures, which will render 
other men Pervertors and Corruptors of them. 4. K 
ſuppoſes that which is falſe, 232. That Profcflbrs 


hold the-preſem Englith Tranſlation to be unaltera- 
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ble, for G. F. chargeth them with perverting _ 
ture, for altering it to the very ſame ſenſe, as both he 
and they muſt acknowledge. 5. G. F. chargeth the 
Tranſlators with corrupting Scripture, for rendering 
it ſos IP. confeſſeth to be the fame with the 
rendring that G. F. would have, as I ſhew'd upon 
Col. 1. 23+ 6+ It ſcems by this arguing, that w 
G. F. calls upon ether Chriſtians to come forth and 
be tryed by the Scriptures, we muſt underſtand, not 
the form of ſound words contained in the Scriptures, 
but his interpretation of Scripture ; 

But they, poor men ! muſt. be charg- Divinity of 

ed, nay, commanded to give him plaia Chriſt Pref. 

Scripture, printed Scripcure, Chapter | 
and Verſe. What? though G. F. his words are tq 
W. P. of cqual, yea, greater authority than the 
Scriptures, (as proceeding trc{h- and new from the 
holy Spirir, but theſe have paſs'd through many foul 
hands) z mult they therefore be ſo to other men, that 
do not acknowledge him led by that Spirit ? When 
the truth of any matter in queſtion is to be tryed by 

a written Tettimony, and that writing may be pro- 
duced 3 he that ſhall then, inltcad ot the determinate 
words of that Teſtimony, produce other words to 
the prejudice of his Neighbours cauſe, ſhall be coun- 
ted a forger and lyar. And I vuothing doubt, ; but 
that G.F. if he had dealt fo with other writings of 
civil concern, as he has done with the holy Scrip- 
tures, would by this time have loſt his cars. And 
it would not have excus'd him in ſuch a change, to 

have urged that his own knowledge and taltimony 

were of greater certainty and vilidity,than the words 
of that written Tcitimony z' toraſmuch as the Party 

concern'd acknowledg'd no ſuch matter. 7. G. F. 

C 3 Mm 
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in accufing Profeſſors of perverting _—_ in tho 
Enſtances cited, follows his own -Judgment and 
Principle, and not theirs for he makcs it an Argu- 
ment of the Quakers their being ſent of God, becauſe 
#bey ſpeak: of Scripture right as it is, but Profeſſors 
the contrary 3 and tells them, they run into all abſier- 
ities that give their meanings to Scripture, Lally, 
fuch is the unhappineſs ot JF. Ps undertaking in 
this matter, that almoſt all his reafonings and 
fcornings too againſt me, tu vindication of G. F. 
turn directly to his condemnation : For becauſe 
Prefeſfors do not acknowledge any other common 
Rute of Faith: but the Seriptures, it was neceſſary 
therefore for G. F. to confute them/by exprels Scrip- 
ture, elpectally in that he had undertaken ſo te do, 
2nd dar'd them to go to a tryal at that Fribunal. Sce 
the Epitile to his Myſtery. I have been long in the 
anſwer of this Allegation, becaule it feems to be the 
only thing of weight in his whole Book 3 but you 
fee how it difſerves him. 

Having, now ſeen my Argument againſt G.F-con- 
rnd and improv'd with much bitterneſs by W.'P. 
under pretence of vindicating him; + might here 
firly conclude z but having added to my Argument 
(in my Epiſtle) that he had not only done the ſame, 
or the like co that which he eondemn'd in others, 
but much more, and that which was really con- 
demmabk, and urg'd my Inftances to prove that alſo, 
it may perhaps be tit for me to fay ſomeching in vin- 
dication of ther, or fome of them, from JF. P's 
exceptions : Though indecd, if the Reader would 
but take the pains to compare my Epiltle with his 
An(wcr, and what I have here already written, 1 
might wclb{pare mine and his turther labour - this 

Aatters 
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Matter» But becauſe every Reader may not have 
opportunity fo to do, I will proceed, 

The firſt inſtance I have ſpoken to already. 

The ſecond Inſtance is from Fohy: 1. 7. where G. 
F. applies that to the Light, which Fobn ſpeaks of 
the Baptiſt, viz. That all men through him might be- 
lieve : Which taken, as it is fpoken, proves, that 
the preaching of Fob Baptiſt, was a means of brivg- 
ing all men to believe, and conſequently that, the 
true Light may light every man by the tooliſhneſs 
of preactring or outward mcans 3 which is coatrary 
to the Duakers Doctrine of the Light, and is avoided 
by his perverting the Text. 

The third Init. js from 2 Cor. 4. 6. For God who 
commanded the Light to fbine out of darkneſs, bath 
ſhined in our bearts to | give | the Light of the know- 
ledge of the glory of God in the face of Feſus Chriſt. 
G. F. hath ic thus; Jhben as Paul ſaid.that the Light 
which ſhined in their hearts, to give the knowledge of 
the glory of God in the face of Jeſus Chrijt. 1. He 
puts the Light inſtead of God. 2. He leaves out 
Light immediately betore of the knowledge. 3. The 
whole Sentence is non-ſenſe 3 and notwithſtanding 
all this, W. P. has the tace to tell his Reader, He ob- 
trudes an arrant lie npo our very ſenſbs, and calls me, 
wretched Scribler! How idle? How frivolous, &c. 
The error that's coucttd here, is, 1- That God and 
Chrilt the Light are not diſtin&,bur all one. 2. That 
by Light here is not meant Knowledge, 3. That 
tis Light is not an effe& of Creation. 

4+ Int. from Col. 3. 10. where G- F. 'reads then 
for bim, and ſotakes away from us a proof; that the 
New Man there fpoken of, is created,” J/* P- faith, 
in his deferice, If be did put Them fir Himit is not 

| C 3 fall(> 


| 386 Controverſie Ended. 
Falſe; but it we, in common diſcourſe, fay yow for 
thou, hel fay it's falſe. 

(5.) Rome2-15. G-F. puts Conſcience for Thoughts, 
becauſe Conſcience was more eafily drawn to ſignitic 
the uncreated Light in every man- 

( 6-) Fobn 7. 38. There he pnts Chriſt's belly for 
the Believers belly, to countenance the toreſaid No- 
tion. 

(7.) 2 Cor. 2+ 16- G-F. applies that to the im- 

mediate Word, which is plainly ſpoken of 

P. 119+ the Apoſtles. And W.P. that he may be 

true to bis way, of abuſing me falſly, faith, 

I undertake to prove him to be an Impoſior, ” ut- 

ting the before Death and Life, which the Tranflati- 

on doth not. Did ever man make leſs couſcience of 
what he wrote ? 

( 8.) Col. 1.23. Patting, was for #s, to prove in- 
ward preaching without outward. I have ſpoken of 
It before. 

( 9.) 2 Cor-1345. Within you for in you, to coun» 
tenance ( as he ſuppoſes ) their Doctrine of God's 
immediate Light- 

( 10.) 2 Cor-3+ 6. G. F. faith, The Scripture 
ſaid, The Letter was dead and did not give Life. W. 
P. blames me for referring theſe words to this Scrip- 
ture, (which is the nearcſt I can tind) but he finds 
no Scripture neaxer, to which to refer it, How cap- 
tious he is ! Pax faith, The Letter illeth, (ſpeaking 
of the firſt Covenant, as I. P. conteſſeth) but G.F; 
intends, that the outward diſpenſation of the New 
Covenant in the Scriptures is dead, An Opinion 
that has done no ſmall miſchief in the World, 

( 11.) I havecharged 6. F. that twenty times or 
more (as I ſuppoſe) he denies that the has . 
TOR 3-7 | calig 
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Chriſt : But JF. P. to help at a dead lite, Caith, G. By 
intended, The Word of God by way of gxcetlency : 
Which of G. F. his Adverſarics did eyer aftira it 
was? 

( 12+ ) But IF, Þ. can defend him in any thing, 
even when he obtrades upon his Reader the grofſett 
abfurdity inſtead of Scripture, apd will not haye it 
to be any more than a trivial Objection againſt his 
infallible Prophct, when hefauh, And fo 22 the-Worgd 
Cbrift Feſws, Him by xrbhom the World was made be- 
fore it was made. This Ge F+ puts in a Sctiptu 
Letter, and this he repeats in his Book at Io tevcy 
times without any variation 3 "the cighth time hg 
has it thus, By which the World was made before i 
was made. It's cyideut enough he has xeſpe tQ 


ſenſe, was make it one clegr : That's. 
Again, Take the middle Clauſe and put jt. 
texchanging the World and zt, gqhus :; nl 
IWord Chrift Jeſus, before the World was mage, | 
whom it was mgde» All this fir is to male i, gle, 
(as for Szripture, *tis ſuch'as Gad's infallible. Spwi 
in G- F. writes) iAnd may not a miy athis rate cy 
cuſe the groſſelt non-ſenſe that cver was writ Gs 
C 4 thy 
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called Word, but faith, it is called 2 Treatiſe, Acts 

1-1. Ayd yct that wordthere rendred Treatiſe, is 

the ſame which is. rendred IFord, when appiyed 
l 
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thy wayes for an admirable Advocate! Once more 
let me ask the Reader what he thinks of the honeſty 
of FF. P. and whether he will excuſe me hence-for- 
ward, it I mingle any more Diſcourſe with him ? 
It may benefit ſome or other,therefore I will yet pro- 
ceed a little further. 

(13+) Who can read Dext. 30. 10,11,12,13,14- 
and not perceive that by the word very nigh unto them 
in their mouth and in their beart, is meant, the Word 
written? And yet G. F, would have it to be the in- 
ward immcdiate Word, and therefore in thy month, 
muſt be left out as not well agreeing with that »otion- 

' (14+) It's for the ſake of that Notion, that the 
Power of God is ſaid by him to be the Goſpel, and the 
Goſpel the Power of God, as if they were convertible 
terms; whereas the Apoſtle Paxl ſayes only, That 
the Goſpel is the Power of God (not ſumply and ab- 
ſolutely but in a ccrtain reſpeR) to Salvation to 
one that believeth ; This I expreſF't fully in my Epi- 
ſtle, but F. P. would not ſee it, but cries out, Gr-ff 

_ folly, &c. + 
2 I5- ) Next you muſt know that the Dwakers de- 
teſt the thought of Chriſt's having the Eifence of a 
man in any place remote from their own dear hearts, 
and therefore when G. F. cites that Scripture, Lak, 
24+ 5, 6. He muſt leave out of the very heatt of the 
Text, He is not bere : And W.P. will Have it very 
aptly uſed to expreſs the Myſtical ReſurreQion : but 
ſtill he' 3s ot here muſt be out, for that doth not 
quadrate with their fancy. | 

(26. And G. F. cites that Text (Epheſ. 5. 30.) 
dcfectively, to prove Chriſt not abſent from his 
Church, and W, P. avows it. Indeed G.F* fayes, 
Ho 
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He is deceived, who faith, Chriſt is diftinft from the 
Saints, Mylt. ps» 16s | 

( 17.) But upon that Text, Zuk, 19. 21. W.P. 
gives my chicf exception a go-by, takes no notice of 
G- F's changing; The Ki of God into plain Heas» 
vert But if he had, he abhors to think that Heaven 
is a viſible place to be liv'd in, bearing ſome reſemblance 
#0 this viſible World, p. 12. 

(18.) Amos 3-13. There G. F's applying that 
to Chriſt, which 1s ſpoken of the Lord God, favours 
their Dodtrine of no diſtinfion between God and 
Jeſus Chriſt the Mediator, and W. P. defends it on 
that account. 

(19.) The like may be ſaid of 1 Cor. 15, 28. 
where W.P. according to his uſual candour, tells 
me of Col. 3. 11+ but takes no notice of G. F. his 
_ Chapter and Verſe, which he is not wont to 


Os 

(-20.) Joh. 1. 1. God is the Word, js defended by 
; the ſame perverſe Doctrine. 

( 21.) Sois his adding He or Chriſt to the Father,. 
Joh. 10. 29. 

| - ( 22+ ) His palpable diminiſhing from Phil. 2+ 11» 
| hath the ame tendency, and W. P. owns it, G. F. 
| in his own Cauſe, would have exclaimed here, as he 
| doth upon the Miniſters of Newcaſtle. 
| ( 23+) W. P.talksof Brazen--but I wonder with 


what face he could give ſuch anſwex to Fob 15-25, 
which if it be not (as G. F. cites it}. an addition to 
Scripture, I never {aw one, nor ever thall, ' What ? 
call tor plain Scripture: from another, and-at the 
fame inſtant urge Scripture with addition himſelf! 
He thinks if he can but make G, F. ſpeak ſenſe, and 
truth jn his Qpinion, he has done cnough. He may 
| as 
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aswell ſay, all G. F's Book is Sgripture, for lie be- 
Heves it all as infallible as Scriptuse, as if there-were 
na difference between a'Quotation, and a Comment 
or Expoſition. But G. F. has faid it, Chriſt js not 
diftind} from vhe Father : "That's exough for W.P. 
though it ſubvert the Goſpel. 

(24-) The like ground there is for inſerting 
Chriſt into the Text, 2 Pet. 2. 14 which I have men» 


(25.') And for putting Gad for Lord, Rom» 
14+ 9. 

( 26-) And fo he would confound God and the 
Holy Spirit by putting the one for the other, 1 Cor+ 
2+10, 14+ And why did not W. P. anfwer wirat I 
urg?d, rather then paſs it by, and call me Baſy-body, 
which is very cafie, | 

(27.) Add to theſe Col- 3+ 16. and fobu 17+ 5. 
( which I am about to ſpeak ) and we have 11 Texts 
abuſed to ſerve that goodly Doctrine of the Father, 
Son, and Spirit, their not being diſtin& but ll one ; 
& very trivial Matter that doth but ſubvert the Faith 
of Chriſt, and introduce another Goſpel. 

-'( 28.) When G.F. ayes, This is Scripture, If 
wefind it not there, we mult fay, He is miſtaken, 
and then he is fallible. If he give us the ſenſe of 
Scripture in other words, and obtrude them for 
Scnpture, he corrects the Scripture inſtead of. citing 
16 * Chriſt ſaith, Jobs 17. 5- And now, O Father, 
Hlorifie thou me with thine own ſelf, with the glory 
which I bad with thee before the World was. But G.F. 
Chtift who was glorified with the Father before the 
World began. W.P. cries out, Sottifh Iznorance and 
Enmity with a witneft! Did ever Chriſt or bis Apoſtles, 
ar any ſober man living, chide or reprove a perſon, wo 

e 
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he did leave out or put it, or change a ward, not inthe 
leaſt perverting the ſenſe 2 Yes, G. F. doth it, for ex- 
prelling ye, where it mult be underſtood, It. ſcems 
then G, F. is no ſober man ig W. P's account 5 and: 
if ſo, I know not how he ſhould be a true Prophet. 
But I have ſhew'd in my Epiſtle, that he perverts the 
ſenſe, and that the Phraſe is to be underltaod of the 
glory which Jeſus had, not in poſſeſſion, but in de- 
cree with the Father, bcfore the World was. Here 
Mr. P. cries out lamentably, That ever arty man 
ſhould unflertake to correft others in that which doth- 
not deſerve it, whilſt the beam is in his own eye, and #4 
bimſelf moſt guilty ! This is like the rett, ſutable to 


the honeſty of Mr. P. that 
Expoſition of Scripture 
with a quotation of it. And 
becauſe the chict artifice of 
his B&Þ#k, is to render me 
odious and deteſtable under 
the name of Socintan, mox- 
grel-Socinian, Bidlean, and 
the like, and for that takes 
no {mall occaſion from my 
expolition of this Text; I 
ſhall ſhew, 1- that two 
great Authors,uo Sacinians, 
are of the ſame mind. Gro- 
tizs upon thoſe words, The 
glory which, IT bad, adds, 


he ſhould compare an 


He chargeth me (p.64.). 
with driving at, ;he Dyve- 
ftrgating Chrijt of all right 
ro eternal Diversty : This 
is lained non-ſenſe; ©. 
F's ſpirit could never cle- 
vate fm to ſuch a degree 
dl lk Bchides, ex- 
cept he can produce ſome 
Author for it, (which I 
am periwaded he*cannat) 
I ſhall conclude him the 
firſt "that evcr ud the 
word arveſtigate, or dive- 
ftigare, in aay ſenſe what- 
ſce. cr, 


Deſtinatione tua, in thy Decree, Auguſtinugs, Et anc 
clarifica me, And now. glorihe me ;. Hoc gf, ficus exexe, 
its & nuge 5 ſicut tunc predeſtinatione, fic & anne 
perfediiage > That #4, as then, ſo alſonom 3 as then int 


Predeſtination, ſo alſo new ia Perfe tone | Secondly, L 


thall 
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ſhall declare the Opinion of the Leading Quakers 
concerning the Eflence or Becing, of our Lord and 
Mediator feſus Chriſt, ſo far = the equivocation of 
their Writings will permit. And it was as much as 
all the reputation of the @wakers is worth to be 
plain in this point, therefore we muſt not expett it 
from them. 

Firſt, Then for the God-head or Divinity of 
Cihnlſt, in the confeſſion whereof Mr. P. and G. W. 
do ſo much glory and boattz Mr. P. in his Sandy 
Foundation, bath brought many Texts of Scripture, 

and hve Arguments from 

Though the wor4 One right Reaſon, to prove that 

is not in th: Hebrew in God is the Holy ONE, not a 

Jome Texts, where he Holy THREE; that ONE 

ſo confidently puts an is God, and God only is that 

Emphaſis. Holy ONE : He rejechs there 

that impertinent diſtmufion, | 

that be { God ] is ONE in Snbſtance, but THREE | 
#1 Perſons or Subſiſtencies, G. Whitehead defends this 
Polition of W. P. in his Book called, The Divinity 
of Chriſt, where in the Name of the Quakers he 
confeſſeth, © That there are Three that bear Record 
*1n Heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Spirit, 
<« and that theſe Three are- One, both in Divinity, 
« Divine Subſtance, and Eſſence 3 not three Gods, 
* nor ſeperate Beeings. That they are called by ſe- 
** peral Names in Scripture, as manifeſt to and in the 
* Saint, --and arc-- One infinite Wiſdom, One Power, 
* One Love, one Light and Life, &c. I ſhould have 
given G. F. the preheminence, tor I believe he is the 
Author of this Opinion among, the Buakers 3 he 
Gith, (My. p. 142.) Chriſt is zot diſtint# from the 
Father ; and p-199+ they are not oxly One,but _— One. 
Ence 


Hence it is manifeſt, 1. that when they fay, 

is God, they mean nothing by Chriſt, neither Sul 
ſtance nor Eſſence, Perſon nor Subſiſtent, (eſpecially 
in the ſenſe of their Adverfaries) Wiſdom or Power, 
Light or Life, or any thing elſe thats really diftin& 
from that which the Jews mean by zhe God of Iſrael, 
or the Mabometans by one God, He that bclieves 
lefs, muſt be an Atheiſt. 


2. That the Propofitions, Chriſt is God, and the + 


Father is God, axe of the very ſame import and fi 
nification, even as to ſay, W. P. isa Man, or, The 
Author of the Sandy Foundation is a Man. So that 
(reſpccing the gime before Jeſus was bom) the Fa+ 
ther, the Son, or Chriſt, did as much ſiguific one 
and the ſame intelligent and happy Perſon or Hypo» 
ſtaſis, as Pax] and the Apoſtle of the Gentiles, the 
fame individual Man or Perſon. And this is that 
Opinion which Ecclefiaftical Writers attribute to 
Sabellins, and they that maintain it, are called by 
them Sabellians. The conſequence whereof is that, 
the Son of God, or Chriſt as God, was at that time 
nothing but another Name of God or the Father, 
and had no more Lite, Knowledge, Power or Pro+ 
perty diftin& from the Lite, Knowledge, Power or 
Propertics of God, or the Father, than he that is 
not, has from him that s- And ſo all that the Qwa- 
kers contend tor, (when they ſecm ſo zealous for 
the Divinity of Chrift) is nothing in the World, 
(befide their own glory, and the diſparagement of 
their Adverfaries) ſave that God. or the Father, was 
or might be m thoſe dayes called Chrift, or the Soxt 
of God, or the Light, &c. 

Thus much touching the Divinity of Chriſt, ac 
cording to the Leading @akers. Now for his Hus 
manity, 
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manity, or his being a Man» And we fhill find, 
that what-ever'W. P. talks of Chriſt, os Man, and as 
God, yet that he equivocates and deludes his Reader, 
believing no fuch thing as Chriſt his being a Man, or 
clſe he difſents from his Brethren, which I ſuppoſe 
he will not own. 

I» G. F. (for it's fit he ſhould lead) doth in an 
inſulting manner crow over his Antagoniſts, for 
uling the word H#mane, when they ſpeak of the 
Nature of Chriſt, ( fee my Epiltle, p. 37. ) Where 
deth the Scripture (faith he) Jpeak. of Humane ? the 
word Humane ? In his Epilile before the Divinity of 


Chriſt. Is God a Man ? Ny, be is 4 Spirit. — Is tbe 
Holy Ghojt a Man # 1t is called the Holy Spirit ; and 
Chrift was a Man, the Man Chrift Feſus. It G. F. 
belicycd Chriſt to be now a man, why did he not 
xetain the Prcfent Tenſe zs, but change it.info was, 
very roughly ? But/that which we find in the Poſt» 


Eript ot that Epiſtle, will put the matter out of 
queſtion, where that Author, out of Scripture, de+ 
hnes a perſon to be — a Man or Woman ſometime the 
Body, the Face, of viſible appearance of eitber : He 
cites many Texts out of the Old Teſtament, for that 
uſe of the word Perſon, and faith, . that in the New 
it 35 mentioned with the ſame acceptation 4s before in 
the Old. As for inſtaice, (faith he) Thou regardell 
$0t the Perſon of Men, Mat. 22. 16. Mark 12. 14+ 
Luk. 20.21. I the Greek it is Tebownrev avdecrol, 
1»C- faciem hominunt, the face of men; ( he cites 
Gai. 2.6. 2 Core 1. 11- Jud. 16. where the ſame 
word is rendred Perſon) and concludes, That tbe 
word Perſons is attribzted to men. How now ? It 
Chriſt is a Man, and a Man is a Perſcn, will not 


Chritt be then a Perfon ? Ne ſuch matter, according 
to 


_- = v , . . p 


[9 DFI . 


to theſe mens Lapick'; for immediately lic goes + 
bout to vindicate the Greck Text, \2'Cor-2:10, fern 
being, tranſlated Perfoni of Chriſt, and ſays, it & 
reacflated face of Chriſt, or fight of Chrift ; and our 
Poly-glottift W. P. faith, p. 11. Chrifts Petfon tis 
(ftridily confidered) an unſcriptursl expreſon;md will 
needs _ me any A In cighs _ 

wilt verting Scrip- et erght lines , 
> ufing it- Fat what himſtlf eonfomils and 
weight there 1s in his friends abuſes Spriptere, Hebs. 
anſwer to that Text I ſee 2:16. with Rom-4-56 
Tots for if a Perſon be a Ut 
Man, or the face of a Man ( as he defines it )3 then 
if Chriſt be a Man, he will bea Pcaſon, and his face 
will be the face of a Perſon : And it Chriſt be not a 
Perſon, then he is not a Man 3 for the definition of 
a thing, and the thing defined, areconvertible. Bur 
that they do abſolutely deny Chrilt to be a Perſorror 
Man, I prove further, out of G. W's Book, Chrift 
Aſeended, p« 24+ © This manner (faith, he). of ex- 
« cluding God's right hand, and Chrift to a limitaty» 
« on oit of his People: in a perſonal Beeing, (which 
are. no —_—_ terms) (till implies him to be a 
© perſonal God or Chriſt ; like the Anthropomorphites 
* and Mugglctoniansconceics of him: Where note, 
that he doth with equal contempt, reje& a perſonal 
Chriſt as a 'perſdnal God, and { Chriſt is no more a 
Perſon than God, and conſequently no more a Man, 
for they deny God to be a Perſon. 

Again, þ. 31+. Is the Eſſence or Beeing of the Son of 
God perſonal ? And p.37. He challengeth his Adver- 
faries, ſaying, F bat rule in Scripture baſt thow for theſe 
words, | wif:ble God, viſible Chriſt, Cc. ] . Aud alittle 
below, Thou like the old beretical Eg yptian — 

the 
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(the Antbropomorphiter, and Iate Maggletonians ) art 
celling of a"vifille God, and Chriſt remote, not int any. 
Behold here what an abominable thought it -is to 
this man, and the F amtily bt, called Quakers, 
(that's his )- that jefus Chriſt ſhould be like a 
Man, viſible, or in any place remote from Men and 
Women that live here upon Earth 3: and if he be 
not, then it's certain he is not a Man; for a Man 
being in his Subſtance, Body, as well as Spirit, and 
#mite, cannot be in moe than one place at the ſame 
time. And Mr. P. talks at theſame rate (with G. 
W.) P. 12. Sect. 6. where he argues thus, If Gods 
preſence make the Heaven, as we have been alwayes 
zaught, and all bave believed and confeſt;, | let every 
Reader judge whether he ſay true or falſe. } Do not 
all Chriſtians in the World ( except a few ) believe 
and confefs that Heaven is a certain place, (diftin&t 
from Earth) into which Chriſt aſcended, when a 
Cloud received him out of their (the Apoſtles) ſight, 
Als 1.9. | Then (faith he) fince God vouchſafes 20 
Temple Tabernacle in men, it follows, that bis 
Heaves is there alſo. And fo the Man Chrilt Jeſus 
fics at Gods right hand in Heaven, when W. P. fits 
at G. F's right hand, for God Tabernacles in G: F. 
and hath his Heaven there, and Chriſt is un W. P: 
or elſe theie's no ſuch thing as Chriſt's being a Man: 
Here W. P. derides and abominates their Faith, who 
believe, That Heaven is a viſible place to be liv'd in, 
&c. | 

But we will return again to G« W's Chrift Aſcend- 
ed, p: r8. --- Except you eat my Fleſh, and drink, my 
Blood, you bave no Life in you, ſaith Chriſt, 


So neither is Chrift, vr Gods right hand, ſo limited 


240 a remoteneſs from them |.the S2ints. ] It feems 
that 
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that Jeſus Chyiſt is no otherwiſe in Heaven, then he 
is in the Saints, when they eat his Fleſh, and drink 
his Blood. And indeed F. Newman's deſign was 
from what appears in G. Js Book to affert, That 
the Man Jeſus our Lord, although he is the Eternal 
God, has in Heaven, a place remote from Earth, an 
Humane Body, which is not ſubſtantially in any 
Man, nor in any place, but in. that which all men 
call Heaven. To this G. I. oppoſeth himſelf, and 
Gith, p- 21+ Doth not this oppoſe the Irfiniteneſs and 
Ommnipreſenee of God and Feſus Chriſt, and bring them 
under the limitation of finate Creatures, So that Jc- 
ſus Chriſt (according to him; has no other Body of 
a Man, than what is as Intinite and Omnipreſent as 
God himſelf. ; 

Next we. will ſec what Iſaac Pennigton (another 
famous man) faith to this Point 3 jn his Book inti- 
tuled, A Queſtion, &c. p.33- — The Scriptures do 
expreſly diſtinguiſh between Chriſt and the Garment 
which he reore 3. between bim that came, and the Body 
in which be came. So then Chriſt's Body, by which 
he means the whole Manhood, was but Chriſt's Gar- 
ment. | 
A little farther he ſaith, This we certainly knorw, 
and can never call the bodily Garment Chriſt, but that 
which appeared and dwelt in the body. 

To this agrees our Author JY. P. (p- 11.) We 
dare not ſay, That the intire Chriſt was that viſible Body 
that. was crucified at Jeruſalem. What was then? 
F. Pennington will tell us in his next words z Now if 
ye (Protefiors) indeed know the Chriſt of Gad, tell us 
plainly what that 3s which appeared in the Body ? whe- 
ther that was not the Chriſt before it toak, up the Body, 
after z8 800k xp the Body, and for ever ? 
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Here it's manifcft,. that by Chrift he underſtands 
nothing, of Manhood, Body nor Soul, but only that 
which was before Tefas was born, amd the ſame is 
ftill the Chriſt, his Body or Manhood: was only his 
Garrnent, which he took up and hid down. | And 
G. I. uſcth the word Manhood; p. 14+ He #00k wpon 
him the Manknod in time. | 

Now I may appeal to my Reader, whether I have 
not clearly prov'd. (as far as the nature of the thin 
will bear) that the Ecading @rzkers do not believe 
chat Jeſns Chriſt is a man: Fay, as the natuze of 
the thing will bear, becaufe it they ſhould in {d ras 
ny Syllables deny it, (though 1 have had it fo from 
fome of their mouths) they muſt contradict expreſs 
Scripture, which often cal!s Chriſt a- Man, even 
fince hisReſurrcfion 3, and that world deftroy their 
reputation 2mong, thoſe that reverence the Holy Scris 
ptures. But how they'can, by-an'tinparallkePd equi- 
vocation, both contc(s him in Sctipttire to be a Mary 
and at the (ame trme, in Heart, and'in ther Books, 
dcny him, I ſhall now ſhew you, out of the Books 
of TIſzzc Pennington, and G- Fox aforenamed, 

I. P. p- 20. For that which be (Chriſt) took, nporr 
kim, e.s our Garment, even the Fleſh and Blood of 'our 
Natnz2:, which is of an earthly ferifoing Natrre ; but 
he is of an eternal Nate, and bis Fleſh, and Blood; 
and Bones, are of his Nature. Hete obterve, that 
the Flcſh and Blood of our Nature, that is, the Matt- 
hood which he took upon him, was xz Garment, and 
ſo no part of his Naturez bnt ke had-Fleſh, and 
Blood, and Boncs too before that time 3 which Fleſh, 
Blood, and Bones, were of 'an Efcrnal Nature; that . 
js to ſay, God for I knqw nothing'el(c that was of 


an Etcraal Nature, 72 
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Conftroverſie Ended. 
Here Chriſt is denycd to be by Nature a Man,and 
yet by his Eternal Nature to have Fleſh, Blood, and 
Bones. Now if any man in the World can ſhew 
me a groſſer piece of equivocation than this, I will 
acknowledge my ſelf a very \ —_ Perſon : To 
ſpeak of the Fleth, Blood, and Boncs of a Man, and 
to intend nothing of the Nature of Man, but only 
of God. Has > or the Anthropqmor- 
hites of Egyvre ( whom they ſo often call upon ) 
aid any thing of ſo groſs a nature as this, if ir be 
taken properly ? and if it muſt be taken improperly, 
what horrid Jeceir and equivocation ? 

But it were a difparagement to G. F. that T. P. 
ſhould have a Notion that was not firſt revealed to 
G.F. Therefore we find that long before, G. F. 
had ſaid in. his. MyRery, p. 68. — 4nd is not Chriſt 
# Man ? And doth not Chriſt ſay, they muſt eat his 
Fleſh ? And ſo if they muſt eat bis Fleſh, Is not bis 
Fleſh in them ? — And how can ye call him Chriſt int 
Man, without the Man be there * I. P's words may 
be the expoſition of theſe, and tcll us, that by Mar, 
G. F. means the Eternal God, and by the Fleſh 
which men cat, and which is in them, he means 
the Fleſh, Bloud, and Bones of the Ertcrnal God. 
Who can read theſe things without horror ? Now 
let me put two or three Queries to my Reader,which 
he may reſolve from theſe Premiſes. 

©. Firſt, Of what uſe is or can the Scripture be 
to thele men, who do thus confound Heaven and 
Earth, God and Man, Fleſh and Spirit, Man's Na- 
tute, and God's Nature, Eternity and Time, that 
they will underſtand the one, when the other is 
named and plainly ſpoken of ? And tor fo doing, pre- 
tend the guidance of God's infallible Spirit? And 
D 2 WW. Pe 
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W.P. tells us, p- 38. *Tis their Principle, That the 
Eternal Spirit, (their Guide and Rule) who-in ſcue- 
ral Generations hath revealed a great part | it ſeems, 
| not all ] of the things contained in 
Non-ſenſe 5s was the Scriptures to be "Pocrker to thoſe 
obſerved before. Writings > and below that, The 
Scripture is much like the ſhadow of 
the true Rule. I lay, of what uſe can this ſhadow 
of a Rule be to theſe Perſons ? | 

2. Whether I did not take the moſt proper way: 
of dealing with theſe men in my Epiltle, ſhewing to 
their ſenſes, that G. F..in his Miniſtry had aſſerted 
tor Written and Spoken, that which is not Written 
nor Spoken ? 

3- Whether any ingenuous man could expreſs a 
charge more modeſtly than I did, when I faid, — 
Tout ſeem at leaſt to deny bis Perſin, ſeeing I have now, 
and could then have prov'd, that they not only ſec 
to deny Chriſt's Perſon, but do effectually deny it, 
both in the ſenſe.of their Adverſarics, and in their 
own ſenſe ot that word ? 

4+ Whether Mr. Pex. be not cither a very weak 
man, Or was not in a- great rage, or both, that he 
ſhould write (uch-a Book as this I have in-hand,whca 
he might know before what I could produce againit 
them ? For he might eaſily imagine that I could 
have recourſe to that Chriltian Letter, wherein theſe 
things had been repreſented to him 3. which he xe- 
ceived above twelve months agoc, and takes no no» 
tice of. 

5. Whether he will impute it to Mr. P's want pf 
all honeſty and' good Conſcience, or to a tranſport 
of Paſſion and Revenge, that he makes ſuch hideous 
d:1t-crics of Sacriledge' and Iugratitule m—_ 

mult 
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Chriſt Jeſus,againft thoſe he calls Mongrel-Socinians, 
becauſe they will not own that God was called Chrift 
before Jeſus was born 3 and in the mean time him- 
{elf to deny whatſoever of Eſſence, Subſtance, Per- 
ſon, Power, Life or Happineſs is attributable to 
Jeſus, as he is the Mediator between God and 
Men ? 

Laſtly, Whether the Reader will not frecly give 
me, himſelf and all ether Chriſtians, a Swperſedeas 
or Diſpenſation from ever writing or ſpeaking any 
more about matters of Religion to ſuch men that de- 
ny the Concluſion, when their ſenſes evidence all the 
Premiſes; that condemn that falſity in other men, 
which they excuſe in themſtlyes 3 that palpably be 
lie other men, to get glory to themſelves z that deny 
Chriſt totally _ his name and pretence of Zeal 
for his Divinity z fivally, that are ſich notorious 
Equivocators as I have mauiteltly prov'd theſe men 
to be ? 

Nevertheleſs, becauſe Mr. P. has madc it his great 
ſtudy to render me. & couſequently what I have ſaid 
(thought *tis incor ſequent enough)odious & deteſta» 
ble, under the name of Socinian, Bidlear, and the 
like, although I wrote ncthing but what was ap- 
proved by men of learning and picty, and {traugers 
torne, and (for ought 1 know) to all my Fricuds ; 
T will therefore preſent to the Readera ſhort account 
of theſe mens opinion concerning Chritt, who for 
diſtinction ſake call ther ſelves Unitarians, being fo 
callcd in thoſe places, where by the Laws of the 
Countrey they have equal liberty of Religion wath 
other men, or becaule they own but ane Perſon, 
and one Subſtance or Eſſence of the moſt High aud 
Independent God, and to diſtingwiih cthers trom 
bs D 3 othcr 
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other Chriſtians that hold Three Perſons, and one 
Efſence of God, and are therefore denominated 
Trinitarians. 

I ſay therefore, that they are very zcalous Aſer- 
tors of the Unity of God, and that 1s the reaſon (as 
they ſolemnly profeſs) why they cannot allow of 
three Perſons in the God-head, becauſe they think 
it deſtroys his Unity or Oneneſs ; and I have ſhew'd 
that the @rakers (CIV. P. eſpecially) do allo dilallow 
them. - Notwithſtanding the ®wakers, according to 
their —_— manner, can call God the Father 
by the Name of Chrift, and the other cannot, I 
know not that they differ in one tittle more concern» 
ing the one God. 

But concerning the one Mediator between God 
and Men, the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 1 Tem. 2. 5. The 
Unitarians willingly and heartily acknowledge, that 
he was fore-ordain'd before the foundation of the 
World, 1 Pet. 1. 20. that he was born of the Vir- 
gin Mary, by the coming of the Holy Ghoſt upon 
her, and the power of the molt High overſhadowing 
her, Lwk,1. 35- and therctore he is called [ IS] the 
Son of God 3 likewiſe that he, and no Man but he, 
aſcended into Heaven, and deſcended thence, Fob 
3+ 13. being ſandtified and ſent into the World, in- 
to which he came, not to do his own Will, but the 
Will of him that ſent him, Fohn 6. 30. that by rea- 
fon of this mition and ſanCtincation, he did, whillt 
he was here upon Earth, deſcrvedly challenge the 
Name of God, or the Sox of God, John 10. 34, 35, 
36- ina far more excellent ſenſe than either the Ma- 

iſtrates among the Jews, that were called gods,and 
ns of the moſt” High, Pſal. 82. 1, 6. Or Moſes, 
who was God to Pharaoh, Exod. 7. 1+ and alſo » 
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his Brother Agrar, Exod. + 16. Heb. or than any 
Angel, who in the Diſpenſation of the Law, did re- 
preſent God, and was therefore called by his Name, 
Alts 7. 35. Exod-23-20. Gat. 3. 19+ (ce Fud.13-22. 
And that as there was but one-God then, fo there is 
but one God now, I that Jcſus is God 
aver all. Unto which glorious and fupream Domi- 
nion, next to the moſt high God himſelf, Jcſus did 
attain, by doing the Will of God fully and perfectly 
on Earth, the perte&ion of. which obedience was, 
that being, as is faid, in the form of God, be thanght 
#t mot robbery | or a paey | to be equeal with God, but 
amade himſclf of no reputaffon, &c. and became obe- 
dient unto Death, even the death of the Croſls Where- 
Fore God alſo bath bighly exalted him, and given him a 
Name, which is above every Name 5 that at the Name 
of J+ſus everyknee ſhould bow, — and that every tongue 
Should confeſs that Teſus is Lord, 20 the glory of Gud 
the Father, Phil. 2. 6,7, $,9, 10, 11+ That Gud bath 
anade that ſame Jeſus, whom ye | the Jews | bave cru- 
cified, both Lord and Chriſt, Acts 2. 36 Him bath 
God exalted with bis right band tobe a Prince and 2 
Saviour, Adts 5. 31. God raiſed bim from the dead, 
and ſet bine at bis own right band, in the heavenly pla» 
cer, far above all principality and power, &c. For 
by God's cxa!ting ds, aad ſetting him at his righe 
hand, they undcrttand that the ſame Mau Jeſus, that 
was crucified and raiſed from the dead, was. alſo ta» 
ken up in the fight of the Apoſtles into Heaven, a 
Cloud receiving him out of thcir fight, Ads 1. 9. 
And that he is thexe, having not now a Body of 
Fleſh and Blcod, (tor fleſh and blood cannot inberit 
the Kingdom of God, 1 Cor. 15. 50.) but an heaven» 
ly, ſpiritual, incorruptible and glorious body of a 
D 4 Man, 
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Man, the like whereof all Saints ſhall have in the 
Reſurre&ion, when this Man Jefus ſhall deſcend 
from Heaven to judge the World ; that in the mean 
time he ſits at God's right hand, that is, he has al! 
power in Heaven and Earth committed to him, and 
reigns over Men and Angels, as will appear by com- 
paring 1 Cor- 15. 25- with Pſal. 110. 1. They be« 
lieve that the Father hath committed all judgment un- 
to the Son, that all men ſhould honour the Son, evex 
as they honour the Father, Joh. 5. 23. Theretore they 
worſhip Chriſt, and call upon him as their Lord, 
their King, their great High-Prieſt, their God, that 
ſearcheth their hearts, and is perfectly able to fave 
them that come unto God by him. And they fay, 
it's no wonder, that they honour Chriſt as God, 
whilſt they acknowledge God his Fathcr to be above 
him, foraſmuch as the Anthor to the Hebrews doth 
the ſame, (Heb. 1.8, 9.) ſaying, But unto the Son, 
be ſaith, Thy Throne, O God, us for ever and ever, — 
Thou haſt loved Righteouſneſs, and hated Iniquity : 
Therefore Ged, even thy God, hath anointed thee with 
the Oyl of Gladneſi above thy Fellows. Finally, When 
all things ſhall be ſubdued under bim | this Man Je- 
ſus ], then ſhall the Son alſo himſelf be ſubjeft to him 
that put all things under him, that God may be all in 
all, 1 Cor. 15. 28. | 

Now I know not any thing of all that I haveſaid 
concerning the Manhood, Reſurrection, and Exal- 
tation of Jeſus, wherein the Trinitarians and Uni> 
tarians do not agree. The only Point in difference 
between them is this z Whether this Dominion, 
Power and Glory, which-are conferred upon the 
Man Jeſus, be conferxcd upon him, by aſſuming him 
into a' perſonal -Uuion with God, ſo chat the _ 

| an 
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and a Perſon of God make one individual Perſon ; 
or whether they be conferred upon him, .by God's 
communicating to him ſuch a Supernatural and *Di- 
vine Power, as he never communicated, nor ever 
will, to any Man or Angel, and greater than which 
God himſelf cannot beſtow. The firſt the Trinizz- 
rians hold, the latter the Unitarians. Herein they 
both agree, That the Man Jeſus is really invefte4 
with this Power. But for the @wakers,I have ſhew'd, 
that they really deny this Perſon, this Man Jefus.and 
conſequently all that power and glory which he is 
inveſted with.So that all that they talk of him,and all 
their contention for him is meer equivocation. The 
Man Jeſus, the Mediator between God and Men, is, 
according to them, {© far from being our King, ont - 
Lord and God, our High-Prieſt and Interceſſor ; and 
from being in himſelt immortal, moſt happy, and 
glorious, that he has not ſo much Being as a Bat, I ' 
mean, a proper Bat, not one of Mr. Pex's Bats. So 
that he that ſhall call Jeſus accurſed, ( O horrible ! ) 
(meaning by Feſas, that perſonal Beeing or Man that 
was dead, and is now alive i1 Heaven, a place re- 
mote from men on Earth) he commits really no 
greater offence, than he that ſhall call the man #th 
Alon accurſed 3 for the one (as thy hold) hath as 
much Beeing as the other. And now lt the World 
judge, whether I did not uſe a foft expretſion, when 
I (aid that ſome Dodtrincs of the Przkers, did ren- 
der them very diſhonourable and dangerous to Chri- 
ſtian Religion. It the Deifts in France ſhould once 
get the Breakers knack of equivocativg,and meaning 
by Jeſus Chriſt, when they ſpeak of him, nothing, 
but God, then what havock might they make of 
Chriſtian Religion ? 
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_ F would not be miſtaken, when I charge theſe 
things upon the Quakers, mean the Leading Men ; 
for I am ſtill perſwaded there are ſome honeſt-heart- 
£d among them, that neither know this that I have 
ſaid, tobe their Dodrine, nor believe it. Agd per- 
there may be fome that own it and profeſs it, 
that are ſo filly, they neither know what they (ay, 
nor whereof they afhrm. 

Moreovcr, I protcis folemnly, that it is not from 
any malice, envy, or revenge, that I impute theſe 
things to them 3 tor I do licartily belicve their Do- 
Qrine is ſuch as I have ſad 3 and I hop: the Proofs I 
have quoted out of their Writings, will ſufficiently 
vindicate me in the eyes of all impartial Readers 
aud I can eaſily produce more of the ſame kind. See 
the Dialogue between a Chriſtian and a Buaker, 

Now as I have ſhew'd, that they do xot bclicve the 
Bceing of Jeſus the Mediator, and conſequently none 
of thoſe Articles of Chriſtian Faith which depend 
upon his Bceing 3 ſo it were not very difhcult to de- 
monſtrate, that thcy caxnot upon their Principles be- 
licve any of them. 

I will try a little, and for Example, let the Pro- 
poſition to be believed be, God raiſed up the Lord Fe- 
ſus from the dead : Tt you bring them Scripture, and 
yniverſal Tradition, to get credit with them, it's 
all nothing : 6G. Keith ſaith, in his Immediate Reve- 
lation, p- 35+. — The beſt words uttered from Chriſt is 
the dayes of his fleſh, or from any of the Apoſtles or 
Prophets, and yet recorded in th? Scriptures, cannot 
reveal the Father, mor the Sou either. Again, P. 37- 
Outward Revelation or Diſcovery by words ſpoken from 
without of Chriſt, or any of bis Diſciples, or Apoſtles, 
eaunot reveal tbe Father nor the Sox. It fecms hon 
Nat 
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that if Chriſt hiraſclf (as after his Reſurre&ion wich 
his Apoſtles) ſhould converſe with us, and peach to 
us, that God had raiſed him from the. dead, -and f 
the whale Colledge of the Apoſtles ſhauld bear wie» 
neſs to what he ſaid, all this could not work in us 
any true ſaving-Faith oft. the Propolition aforeſaid, 
without an immediate Revelation within 3, for that's 
the purport of his Book, the Title whereof is, Ine 
mediate Revelation u0t ceaſed, but remaini 
of indiſpenſable neceſſity as to the whole Body in 
general, ſo to every Member thereof, every true Believer 
in particular. And by immediate Revelation, he tells 
us, P+ 16» They underſtand wt onely immediate ſuper- 
natural influences of the Spirit of God —10 affift and 
enable or elevate the mind to know and underſtand ſz 
vingly, but alſo ſuch inward influences as are the 
immediate Objetts of our mind. Hence he faith, p. 
40. The Lord knoweth the thoughts of Man t» be bus 
vanity, and his wiſdom fooliſhneſs and enmity againſt 
God, even all that wiſdom, which the carnal ming can 
gatber into it ſelf, whether from the Words of Scrip= 
ture, or from the Wirks of Creation and Providence, 
Here by mans wiſdom and carnal mind, you mult un- 
derſtand him of all Wiſdom whatſoever, which 
comes not by immediate inward Revelation. So ps 
59. All your Scripture, literal, traditional K nowledge 
and Wiſdom is a burthen unto this | ſomething, ] in 
you. And G. Whitehead laith, (Chriſt Aſcend. p.28.) 
That | Faith | that is witbout the divine and immedi- 
ate illuminati: of the Spirit within, which ir-20 Di» 
vine Faith, but mens Knowledge, Faith, and Reljs 
gion, are but Tradi:imal, Literal, and Lifeleſs. So 
that it J/, P. would have dealt candidly and phinly 
with vs, he ſhould have told us that the infallible 
Ws | | Spici 
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Spirit is the immediate Judge, Rule and Guide to 


nen, and fo that no man can have any true Faith or 


Religion without its immediate propoling, by way 
of ObjeR, unto him, 'as was done to the Prophets 
and Apoſtles. Therefore 6. F. ja the very begin- 
ning of his Myſtery, ( as I hinted before ) ſhewiug 
the ground of difference between the Prieſts and Pro- 
Feſſors, and all Sets in theſe Nations, and the Qua- 
kers, ſaith, That the coxtroverſie 04 their part is juſt 
and equal againſt them all, and that they have ſuffici- 
ent cauſe to cry againſt them, and to deny their Miniſtry, 
ebeir Church, their Worſhip, and their whole Religion, 
as being not in the Power, and by the Spinit of the liv- 
#ng God. Compare this with what I have cited be- 
fore, and then it plainly appears, that all right Qua- 
kers in G. Fox's ſenſe have renounced or denycd their 
Faith, Worſhip and whole Chriſtian Religion,which 
they had before they were Duzkers,as being ground- 
ed (as ours is) upon Reaſon, Scriptures,the Preach- 
ing of Jeſus, and his Apoſtles and Prophets, and 
Tradition, with an aflitance of the Holy Spirit ele- 
rating the mind : but not upon immediate objcfive 
Revelation, ſuch as the Apoltles and Prophets had, 
and ſuch as the Quezkers now pretend to have. For 
we, and thoſe that differ from them, profeſs thoſe 
things before mentioned to be the ground of onr 
Faith 3 they profeſs the laſt of Inumediate Revelati- 
on to be the ground of their Faith and Religion; 
anddeny ours to be Divine Faith or truc Religion : 
Nay, they cry out againſt it as fookthnels and dark- 
neſs, literal and lifeleſs. 
' Sothen IF. P. doth but make a fair flouriſh, when 
he faith, p. 39. The Scriptures we own, and the Di- 
vine Truth thereit! contained, we reverence and eſteem 
4s 
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« the Mind and Fill of God to men : For they ary 
not, according. to'their Principles,” eſicem apy, ſay- 
ing.of Scripture, . be it that God'raiſed "2 the Lord 
Ts from the dead, or any other word of any Apes 
itle, or of Chriſt himſelf, I fay they cannot eſteeny 
it -as the Mind and Will of God, except they -have 
an immediate Revelation dictating. the ſame ante 
them : Which if they have, then; the Scripture. is 
ſuperfluous to them, and they do no.more-cliccmn it 
the Mind and Will of God, becaule it is written ig 
the Bible, than if it had bcen written in any othey 
Book. among Fables and Lies. 


"iT 
Theſe things conſidered, I argue thus : If among 
the Profeſſors of Religion in theſe Nations, thesg 
be thoſe that ſincerely coufcls the Lord Jeſus, and 
heartily believe that God raiſed him from the dead, 
upon the grounds forementioned, and not upon. the 
ground of immediate objective Revelation of God's 
Holy Spirtt, then G. Fox and the Ouakers deny, 
Gry-Out againſt true Chriſtian Faith and Religign,an« 
conſcquently canngt have them, tend 
Again, If men.in.genexal cannot ſavingly beliewn 
without hearing a ſent Preacher 3 then men canngk, 
belicve by immediate inward Revelation : and thei 
they that aſſert they can, anddo, and deny the Ann 
tecedent, cannot have ſaving Faith. _ The : 
dent is true from Rome. 10. 13, 14, 15+ The Conley, 
quent from the oppoſition between mediate aud inyy 
mediate, 1 Cor» 1+ 18» IR TEN 
- They to whom the preaching of the Croſs is faos. 
liſkneſs, and not the Power of God, cannot have. 
Goſpel-Faith : But to G. F. and ſome Dnakerg, the. 
preachiug of the Croſs, without immcdiate Revglay- 
tion; "is tootiſhneſs, and not the Pawer. of __ I 
| Thietes 
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Therefore Ge. F. &. carmot have Gofpel-Faith; 
- { Let us proceed now to the other Inſtances of Scri- 
rare abusg'd, and ſhow the tendency of it to falſe 
Dottrine. 

(Inſt.29.) Next he would vindicate G. F. in cor- 
King the Tranſlators for rendring vI, I proteſt by, 
$s Cr. 15. 31+ {aying, there is nothing in the Gre 
fort proteft ; and yet Mr. P. cannot but grant that 
# is commonly at feaſt a particle of Swearing ; and 
if bur ſo, it follows that there is ſomething in; the 
Greek that anſwers I proteſt by; for ſuppoſing that 
not to be the {enſe of the place, which the current 
of Interpretors ſay is, yet there is that word there 
which will bear ſuch a Tranflatton, there is {ome- 
thing in the Greek for I proteſt, which G. F. denies, 
and therein impoſes upon hisReader,which is enough 
for my purpol, / 

Here W. P. ( p. 9T-) that he may be true to. his 
prefinnptuous way of arguing, though he venture 
the abuſing God and Men, tellsus, That ay Oath 
baving been made from the diftruf of honeſty in bin 
that was to'tahe it, where the cauſe '( Lyes, Equivecati- 
ons, &c-) ir removed, rhe effett ( wearing ) ſhould 
ceaſe ; As if Chrift, or rather Gothimſtlt, had di- 
firdficd his own honeſty,when he'froarcunto Chrift, 
Thou art a Prieft for ever after the Order of Melchife- 
dec; or the Patriarch Abraham, the Father of the 
Faithful, had difirafted God's honelty, and there- 
fore. God (ware to him to free hirh from his dith- 
detiee'3 and not becauſe ( as the Scripture fpcaks ) 
God {_ was ] willing more abundantly to ſhew unta 
—t;,yb4 Promiſe, the immutability of his Counſel, 

T&D. 6. 17+ a Ss 

(30. ) Next we come to thit Text in Matth. 23. 
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Neither be: ye called Mats, &c. Here, as his man 
nity is, he abufts' my words, ag if he came' owt of 
Bedlam, and then ty Argument muſt be a Bodlary 
one. Readboth; and compare, for I may not now 
repeat. If the © 2kers reſtrain the Text, where 
they have reaſon 3 ' why may 41ot others reſtrain” it, 
where they have as-good reaſon ? and that without 
blaming the Text? or ftrange irreverence v0 Holy Wris 2 
It my Neiyhbour be a Maſter of Servants, why may 
I nor treat him in compellation as luch ? and not as 
if he h:4 no Servant, and were him(elf a Servant'> 
Arid by Mr- P'; favour, I count itn fin to call anos 
ther Man's Wite, Good Wife ! ot another Man's She« 
Servant, Maid ! Mr. P. doth 3. but nofſin to tell me; 
Lhave told a plain lyc, when himfelt has made my 
words ſo, by detracting from them. ' And therefore 
the Reader has no reaton to believe him, whin he 
faith, Civil bywar, namely of calling Maſter, 3s repug* 
nant to common Truth, and Chriſtian Retvgion. : 

But I wonder W. P. ſhould take o'much pains to 
vindicate Stephen ir; calling the Counſel of the Jews, 
Men, Brethren, and Fathers, who yet were not his 
proper Fathers 3 for he might with-more cafe hive 
done it, by ſaying, -He had a go! impulſe for it; 
as the: Daher that came many ſcore of miles (a5thep 
ſaid) to perform his obeyſance to Marparce Fell, at 
her own Houſe 3 where at a ſolemn Meeting, the 
Man roſe up from his Seat, and went and fell down 
wpon his knees (with his Hat in his hand) direAQtlyt 
before Margaret! Fell,” and made his humble addrets: 
to her by the compeNlation- of my dear Mother { and! 
befeech'd her to pray for him. | 

+ 1n like- manncr, on the third os fourth day after, 
Tow Sooke, at other Mectings. requeſted -rhe:like/ 
hd tayour 
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favour of her, with his Hat undet his Arm ſtanding, 
und calling her, My dear everlaſting Mother ! The 
truth of theſe things can be prov'd by eye and car- 
witneſſes, and I ſuppoſe there are ſome @uakers that 

will atteſt them. | 

This is that Margaret Fell, who was formerly 
Judge FelPs Wife, and is now G. Fox's 3 concern- 
ing. whom be gave forth a Paper, that bis marriage 
with ber, was a figure of the Marriage between Chriſt 
ard the Chnrch.: Likewiſe that bis Marriage was above 
the ftate of Adam in his Innocency, in the ſtate of the 
ſecond Adam who never fell Thus I hind it repoxted 
by a certain Qxaker in a Letter (a notable piece) to 
his Friend! The ſame perfon faith, That por two 
occaſions perſous kneel before Ge. Fox, though *tis done 
in a very private manner, and but by a few; the one 
#, when be ſends them forth to Adminiſter ; the ather 
#, wpon ſome miſdemeanour committed by a Miniſter, 
who acknowledging bis fault, upon bis bended knees, 
George abſolves bim- | 

My next Argument was thus: Chriſt faith, Be 
ye hot called Katbegetaz, but he doth not forbid them 
to, be called Kyrioi 3 and we tind in Scripture Philip 
called by Strangers Kyrie, and Paul and Silas, Kyri- 
#3 and Chriſt himſelf miſtaken for a Gardener, by 
a notable Diſciple called Kyrie, and all withoat re- 
buke; therefore the compellation of Kyrie, is-not 
forbid in Kathegetes : It it be, our Lord Jeſus -hin- 
fel} as well as the Apoſtles, will be brought under. 


ſuſpicion of conniving at fin, in'a_ place where he: 
had opportunity to correct it, And beſides, the ins; 
ſpired Writers giving us no notice of any failuxe in 


any of theſe caſes, the Scripture, and practice £ 


Chiift and che Apoſtles, and Primitive Believe 
wi 
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will beſo far from being of Example and Teaching 
to us, that t wand be a temptation'to us unto evils 
and, as Mr & fyes, like the hodow of th rine Rl, 
that is,an evening w,whith is five times #5 

as the ſubſtance it ſelf. Let the Reader hel 1 
can pick any thing out of #.4*s anſwer, butevaſton 
and ſhuffle. He faith indeed, ini excuſe of our Lord's 
filence in the caſcythat he never partictlarly check't Pe» 
ter for denying bim 3 which how parallel to this caſe, 
let the ſober Reader judgezand how boldly our Lords 
innocence 15 called into queſtion,and-how lamecly de- 
fended. And whether G. F. would have incurred 


' that ſuſpicion of guilt in the like Circumſtances ? or 


the only Scripture of his Life and Dodrine, wrote 
by the Dus f "pi a _— it ? Geaki Mp 
(3 1.) As tor, his defence of Women !hg in the 
Church, it's like the xeſt, meer ſhuffle. Judge what 
a pliant qoſrenes this mann has! who 
can accuſe ſgme that he had fibthing to pag: 68 
do with, of making Fob ſpeak equivo= 
catingly, becauſe they.do not expound Seripture to 
his fenſe,and me 4 little before of ftrange irrtverence to 
Haly Woe for reliraining the Text, which 
himfalf alfo, reſtrajns; and hcre behold pag- $25 
what a ſen(e he puts upon 1 Cor.14-34435+ - 
as if he were expounding one of the pId Poetical Fa- 
bles ! But at length he cimes to this 3 1 permit not 
an unlearned or ignorant Woman to ſpeak, in the Church; 
And Did the Apoſile permit, or Do the Quakers per- 


mit unleamed_ or ignorant tnen to ſpeak in the' 


Church? I ſaid, The Apoſtle forbids Women by Sex; 
in thoſe caſes wherein be allows men by Sex to ſpeak, in 
the Church : Where's his Anſwer ? Find it that cans 
He tells us of Women's labouring in the Lord, 

| | E Helpers 
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i } —UHULY, 
Helpas in Chriſt felis ? "Servants the" Church ; 
as it.they might not do all that vithoar ſpeaking in 
the Church, where there were metre oa ualified 
for that work. He ts us of Worien propheſying,fot 
among them(the Qialgre)any profound & vehernent 
pratt]e may ſexvc_tor: that : but I never yer heard 
of. a, Quaker that Ipake an unknown Tongue. Abd 
et one would think they needed it enough, when 
they are (ent tothe Indians, ortothe Great Turk. | 
..( 32>33>.34> 35> 36+) Theſe hve Inſtances, ( Fam. 
3+ 2+ Epbeſ« 5+ 25. Heb. 10.27. Fob 2. 10. 2 Pet. 
1+ 4+). the change of the Phraſe in the two firſt and 
laſt, and the. defe&} in the third and Fourth, do alt 
favour thcir doctrine of Perfetion, which js indeed 
2 Dotrine of-Sin and Imperfe&tion 7 for he is a per- 
£c&. Man acorn ; to them, whoſius not againſt 
his imtnediace Toh or Confcience, and fo their 
Perfection 15 confiltent with all manner of fins of 
Ignorance or Error proceeding from any pro, as 
is moſt manifeſt in theſe two, G» F.and W. P, who 
mult be accounted perfect men, notwithſtanding all 
their blaſphemics againſt God and Chritt, and con- 
tumelies againlt men, which F have evidently de< 
motſtrated. And then it's conſiſtent with fins of 
Omiffion in great plenty, for whiff they deny” the 
Worſhip and whole Religion of all but thernſelves, 
they muſt of neceſſity want that tove toward thern; 
whick 5 due to Chrittian Brethren. Behold here z 
fort of Chriſtians, without either Faith in the trut 
Chriſt, or love to his faithful Servants! | 
( 37:) And jt's not a little miſchief that has been 
wrought by that Notion of God's working all in ts, 
and for us, which G. F. will have the Apottle to fay 3 
and JF. P. brings three Texts, from whence we 
7 x5 
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it, aSif.L.h reed Ge. F. with a falſe Lr 
nm L. Ele Sonar | q a by 
( 38- ) Our Tranſlation hath, (Iſa. 8. 20.) +> If 
they ſpeak, not according to this Word, it is becauſe 
there 15 no Light tn them; Bug G. F. - Tou that 
not according to that Rule, it B becauſe you bate the 
Light in you.' And IF. P. inſtead of vindicating 
him, rails at mc. Who knows not what that ghange 
meant ? 
(39+) That G-F. may diſparage the places where- 
in other Chriſtians worlhip God, faith, 1s God wor- 
ſhipped in Temples made with bands ? And would 
have his Reader take that for.Scripturc. IY. P, (aith 
nothing to its 
( 40.) I (hew'd in my Epiltle, p. 27. what Er- 
ror of the Qnakers is countenanced by GeF*s putting, 
. is for was, 2 Car- 5. 19+ aS if there were no work 
done by Chriſf> for reconciling men, which he ws 
not, and is not alwayes a doing» I ſhew'd alfothat 
G- F. (aid, God was in Chriſt, regonciling bimſelf t9 


* 
[ 


#he World. But WW. P. takes: no notice of it. He 


ſeems to have wrote his Book only for the @wakers, 
or thoſe that either never read my'Epiltle,or elſe have 
torgot it. | 

Upon the whole Mattcr, (for I have cxceeded my 
Intended brevity) let the impartzal Reader judge of 
IW. P's, and my gerformance in tais Argument ; 
And whether I have not prov'd by evidence of ſenſ; 
what I undertook, viz That Ge F. is a falle Pro 
phet, a Lyar, or Impoſior ?- Yea, whether JV. P- 
himicit hath not counm'd unawares this Scutence 


coucerning him? Whether it 1s got horrid in:picty 


for thele men to; pretend the griidance of God's jn- 
fallivle Spixit in,yhat they. write z, and torup 32 to 
'S 2 tuch 
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_ uch Abſurdities, Falfities, and perniciqus Errors, 
as I kave proy's them guilty of ? Whether it will 
not be great folly in me, or any man henecfarward 
to write, or indeed to ſpeak to theſe men concerning 
Matters of Religion, (except perhaps further to 
diſcover their deceit) whilſt they practiſe ſuch un- 
Heard-of Equivocation in their words, as renders all 
» Diſcourſe vain and ineffeual ? Or, is it poſſible to 
convince thoſe men by Reaſon, that will deny the 
evidence of Senſe ? Beſides, how can there be cither 
end or fruit of writing, where a man ſhall not only 
"miſunderſtand things that are plain 3 but impute to 
his Adverſary Words and Sayings of his own coyn- 
ing, and procced to the bittere(t reproaches thereup- 
'on; andin the mean time omit to take notice of 
Matters of moment ? Therefore I have entituled 
this Diſcourſe, CONTRCVERSIE ENDED, for 
E am bold to affirm, that it muſt either be ended here, 
or if not, It may be continued infinitely upon the 
ſame grounds. What remains then to be done, but 
earneſtly to beg of God through Jeſus Chritt, that 
he would give them repentance to the acknowleg- 
ment of the Truth. | 


O Holy Jefus, who waſt dead, but art alive, and 
*  liveſt torevermore z who walt crucified thr 
weakneſs, but liveſt threugh the Power of 
Godz to whom God, even thy Father, hath 
given all Power in Heaven and Earth z who 
canſt be touched with the feeling of our Infir- 
rgities, for thou walt in all things tempted as 
we are 3 Haye pity upon theſe men, who (ſome 
of them ) have a zeal of God but not accor- 
ding to knowledge , work in them Humility, 


and 
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nd en the eyes of their minds, th 
ning ther 10 be chile Lt oo 


the Mediator between God _ ds 
they may no longer deſpiſe that Know 
ed Fateh of thee, which is by Preach _ 
Tradition through the Holy Scriptures ; big 
may contend earnefily tor the Faith, the 
which w:s once delivered to. the Tradits, 
Saints Have mercy upon me, O 
Lord, pardon mine Infirmities, and j 
whether 1 h-ve not been as careful not to 
them in this Work, as I would have them, as 
any man to be of not injuring me? and grant 
that it may be of benefit and advantage to 
many, and that thou mayelſt be glorified there» 
by. - Amen 


—c 


POSTSCRIPT. 


Ng” it will appear whether there be any pry» 


dent and honeſt men among the Governi 
Quakers, by their dealing with J. P. for this 
his : forT appeal to the Reader,whether ht thinks 
there be any ſuch inconfiderable Society of Chriſti- 
ans in England, that would not cither have requir'd 
a publick acknowledgment of his Offence, or have 
diſown'd that Member, which ſhould have wrote in 
their Defence a Book of 138 pages, and buttwo of 
them (that is p. 130, and 131.) that have any per» 
tinency of Anſwer to their Antagoniſt's chief Ar- 
gument z and that alſo, which is there alledg'd, ws 


A + * hs ; a _ CU "2 ; F-46 * WT FR” | 
'partly falſe, and altogether ineonſequent,. Gave 

ſt himfelf ; But to contain many pages that di- 
g&ly confirm and aggravate the Charge brought a- 
gainſt them z- and moreover, tobe {o ſtuft with pal- 
pabke, calumnious, and ſelf-prayſing untruths, and 
vimilent Language, that it makes their Cauſe and 
Dealing odious in the fight of ſober men : all which 
LIhaveprovd I. P. to have done in relation to the 

uaker So . 

.**It will cafily appear to the conſidering Readex,that 
Ehave, for brevity {ake, omittedto improve many 
Advantages which my raſh Adyerlary has given me, 
contenting, my ſelf to intimate them, and {0 pro+ 
axed. And he that has diligently and judicjouſly 
rad my Epiſtle and his Anſwer, may perccive that 
T have not ſo much as intimated dwers things of 
much advantage to my Cauſc and Perſon. Among 
thoſe is that Paſſage in p. 136--where he cllayes t0 
anſwer ſome of my Reaſons tor keeping my Name 
from them, and fayes, very civilly, That I horribly 
belie them : Why ? wheran? Not in this,. That 
there are ſome of their Writers, that make it a great 
pars: of their Anſwers to Books, the reproaching the 
» Let this very Book of JW. P. be an Inltance, 

w many Sheets muſt it have wanted, if all of 
kind :had been ſubſtracted ? Not in this, That 
they are very Rhetorical in that point. I am perſwad+ 
e&W. P. could not Rhetoricare {o well in the praiſe 
of any Pcrſon in the World, (G+ Fox not cxcepted) 
as he hath in reproach of me. He has taken up ong 
of Mmggletor's peculiar Phraſes, wherewith to a+ 
buſe me and my Friends, calling.us Serpentine Afſo- 
ciater.' It's like Muggleton'thad us'd it jn W. P's 
hearing; and :J7; P. according .to- his. nature, ng 
v0 taken 


taken oy andfO pon h #.'..3 
verſary. Neith&' in this do I net lt 
they bad my Name, then it muſt be confiderts | 
oY I am wA and accordingly all that is rg | 
ed, eq wortofayuendof Prat {ph Ke whole 
p m be raked up agai mee” is Boc X 
+4 dye hork: 1 Fs rx deat fo with 6, eva} 
wpon a ſuſpicion of my name. But, ( faich he y 


never charg'd the infirmities of a futgle Perſou,” fie 
#her than + thar guilty Fl Wu, oh 2 


_ at, or tif in WHOS 99 Wy 
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Row here Hes the Wit, If any partof the 
be not found' ap parent, all the reſt, 'how ma 
foever, muſt go for a horrible lie.” But 1/. P.'( 
Man! ) will os ed 


for an Inftatie; Tths bar turning, back to p. 7. a 
there 1 find a fhipI&Perſon de fas err 


# He and Cry) ahd his being: i the's 
habet ' civility, tel ph 


Him and meatTaft, and I think to 


WP. aſh! for'us. Has he not then Mg ge 
iſt rhe what is: or ſo 


. Do&rine and Ptadtice of a Party, * 
_ Rr Perfort® Which he can never pro Os 
juſtifying in that caſt. 

Another Inſtance ſhall be of date ; ſee the 
bt to G+ nm —_ c- where G. F. 
tells the Presbyterians an Independent, that w 

2+ Prople of God, called Quakers, were gathered " 

gether in divers : plgees to Worſhip God, then yoil fatd, 

They were plotring-together againſt" Oliver, (whom 

ſome of you Falled the Lig Eyes, and Breath 

ef your Noſtrils)) to bring in King Chzrles. If they 


can 


oe at 
recbys 
pop. yct here F. nd 

chnltel 3 Gf that H_ 


ad a 
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Focal fo liper,” and Enemies to he be 
the Candour and ork Kg 

CI, z. the Modeſty and. Meckneſs of /; Pen } 
Again, 1n refetenceco their calling men Tinker on 
wir, , W,P, t6Þ x6Plycs, We newer tal rhe Wark mens 

L9u% Es Tio). our es 
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